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FOREWORD 

This report describes activities performed by the Human Resources Research Organi- 
zation during Phase I of Work Unit DELTA, a project conducted for the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency of the Department of Defense. The principal objectives were to 
determine the incidence of drug abuse in the Armed Forces and to identify demographic 
correlates of nontherapeutic drug use. 

In fulfillment of these objectives, the two-phase effort involved (a) a comprehensive 
worldwide anonymous survey of drug use, and (b) a small series of personal interviews to 
provide supporting, validative data for the main survey. The Survey of Drug Use: 1971 is 
important in that it represents the first attempt to estimate the magnitude of the drug 
abuse problem in the Armed Forces that includes all major drug categories studied on a 
worldwide DoD basis. 

The assistance and cooperation of the Services was instrumental in performance of 
this research. Of particular assistance were members of the DoD survey research com- 
mittee and Mr. Mark M. Biegel, chairman of the committee during design of the survey 
and technical monitor for the project. 

This report describes initial findings from the survey phase. Further analyses of the 
data are also planned, including multivariate analysis. 

The work on Phase I was begun in February 1971 and completed in December 
1971, with the survey per se conducted in September 1971. The research was performed 
by HumRRO Division No. 7 (Social Science), Alexandria, Virginia, Dr. Arthur J. Hoehn, 
Director. Dr. Allan H. Fisher, Jr. was principal investigator, with Mr. Gary J. Hartzler and 
Mr. John A. Richards serving as research assistants. Mr. Hartzler designed the data 
analysis software and performed the computer-based data analyses. Mr. David E. Farley 
assisted with the data analysis review and interpretation. 

The work was performed under ARPA Order 1777 and was administered by the 
U.S. Army Research Office through Contract Number DAHC 19-70-C-0012. 

Meredith P. Crawford 
President 

Human Resources Research Organization 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

PROBLEM 

This research was initiated in an attempt to provide a comprehensive base of 
information about the use of nontherapeutic drugs in the Armed Forces. At the time of 
the study, there was no comprehensive method for the estimation of the extent of use of 
all major categories of drugs. Furthermore, military efforts to identify drug users were 
not yet implemented on a worldwide basis for men in each branch of the Armed Forces. 

Data resulting from this research will provide information of value in developing 
programs to alleviate the drug problem. The data will also serve as a bench mark for 
future evaluation of current effr rts in drug abuse prevention and control. 

In sum, the objectives of the study were: to estimate the extent of use of all major 
categories of nontherapeutic drugs on a worldwide basis; to identify correlates of 
nontherapeutic drug use in the Armed Forces; and to evaluate selected concepts designed 
to reduce the problem of drug abuse in the Armed Forces, such as drug education and 
rehabilitation programs. 

This report describes activities in Phase I of a two-phase drug research project 
performed by HumRRO. The project included a worldwide survey using representative 
samples of enlisted personnel to obtain information on the incidence of drug use in the 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force. The survey was conducted in September 
1971. 

Phase II of the project included personal interviews on selected drug-related topics 
such as reasons for initial drug use, the effects of drug use, and knowledge and attitudes 
toward drugs and drug-related topics among 230 servicemen at four CONUS locations. 

APPROACH 

A survey questionnaire was developed to permit the recording of information on the 
use of nontherapeutic drugs, demographic data, and other drug-related information. The 
73-item anonymous questionnaire. Survey of Drug Use: 1971, was designed for self- 
administration, on either a group or individual administration basis. The instructions 
requested the respondent not to identify himself either by name or by service number. 

Based on an NIMH ckssification, five drug categories were selected for study: 
(a) marijuana, (b) other psychedelic drugs, (c) drug stimulants, (d) drug depressants, and 
(e) narcotic drugs. DoD demographic items were selected for inclusion. Other items on 
drug-related topics were included at the suggestion of DoD drug experts in rehabilitation 
and law enforcement. 

The extent of use of nontherapeutic drugs was explored in two ways: (a) frequency 
of recent use—the number of times each of the categories of drugs was used in the last 
12 months, and (b) average recent use—the typical schedule of drug use, that is, daily, 
weekly, monthly, and so forth. The first set of data can be used to estimate the extent 
of drug use on an annual basis. The second can be used to compare results from this 
survey with usage rate findings derived from urinalysis techniques or other measures 
where the average sched'-;? of use is shown in the results. 

A sampling plan was generated that provided the basis for extrapolation of the 
sample drug usage rate estimates to the Armed Services population. A stratified sample 
was   designed,    with   stratification   parameters   consisting   of   (a) branch   of   service. 

Preceding page blank 
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(b) location category, and (c) pay grade category. Results of the survey may be projected 
to the population with known precision, that is, with 95% confidence that the obtained 
responses characterize any given Service/location/pay grade category. 

On a worldwide basis, survey research representatives of each Service implemented 
the sampling plan by administering the questionnaire to random samples of their enlisted 
personnel. The date for administration of the survey was 31 August 1971, with the 
majority of questionnaires actually administered in September 1971. The cut-off date for 
returns was 12 November 1971. 

This report contains findings from a total sample of over 36,500 respondents in the 
enlisted force. These respondents constituted a random sample of enlist«'* men in the 
Armed Forces, on a worldwide geographical distribution basis. 

RESULTS 

(1) Marijuana was reported used on a far more frequent basis than other categories 
of nontherapeutic drugs. For the total DoD enlisted population, a projected 30% reported 
the use of marijuana at some time in the preceding year. The corresponding usage rate 
for narcotic drugs was less than 12%. However, overall DoD drug usage rates can be 
misleading as a basis for action decisions because of substantial inter-Service differences in 
rates of nontherapeutic drug use. Further, only a minority of drug users reported 
frequent or extensive drug use. 

(2) The majority of admitted users of nontherapeutic drugs among enlisted men in 
the Armed Forces are in the Army. Enlisted men in the Navy, Marine Corps, and Air 
Force reported lower rates of recent drug use than Army personnel; among admitted drug 
users in the Armed Forces, a larger percentage of men in the Army also reported more 
drug use and daily drug use than do men in other Services. Drug usage among Army men 
assigned to Vietnam was especially pronounced. 

(3) Demographic correlates of narcotic drug usage among Army enlisted personnel 
included age, pay grade, military occupational skills, level of education at entry, race, and 
a variety of age-related indices, for instance, marital status, time in Service, and term of 
enlistment status. Nontherapeutic drug use was mainly a phenomenon of the younger 
enlisted man in the lower pay grades. 

(4) The use of drug's in Service (as interpreted from reported drug use in the last 12 
months) was b'gliiy related to the use of drugs as a civilian (before entering the Service). 
This includes both use of marijuana and use of heroin/narcotics. For example, 85% of 
men who did not use marijuana as civilians also did not use it in Service in the past year. 
But over 70% of men who did use marijuana, even only a few times, as a civilian also 
reported use of the drug in Service. 

(5) Narcotic drug acquisition among Army personnel in Vietnam involved both 
foreign nationals and fellow servicemen. Servicemen functioned both as free sources of 
drugs and as salesmen. 

(6) According to drug users, narcotic drugs were readily available, both in selected 
Southeast Asian locations (Vietnam, Okinawa) and in the United States. However, 
awareness of drug availability tended to vary by drug usage status as well as by pay 
grade. While drug users across Services were in agreement that narcotic drugs were 
available, senior NCOs typically reported not knowing whether these drugs were available. 
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(7) The frequency of use of narcotic drugs was positively related to the amount 
spent for drugs and to getting into difficulty in the Service for the use of drugs. 

(8) The frequent use of narcotic drugs was negatively related to a willingness to 
volunteer for drug treatment/rehabilitation in the Service. Higher rates of willingness to 
volunteer were recorded by non-users of drugs, than by drug users. 

(9) Men who both used drugs and admitted to a need for help with their drug 
problem tended to prefer civilian drug counselors/confidants, in contrast to military 
personnel. 

(10) There was a tendency for a small percentage of admitted drug users to report 
that they had not been exposed to drug education. 

(11) Most Servicemen perceived their immediate aupervisors as being completely 
against the use of illegal drugs. A far smaller percentage of Servicemen attributed a 
correspondingly negative attitude on the part of their immediate supervisors toward the 
use of alcoholic beverages. 

(12) Reported total dollar expenditures by service personnel for alcoholic beverages 
far exceeded reported expenditures for illegal drugs. More important, the majority (84%) 
of the sample reported alcohol use, while only a minority (14%) of the sample reported 
illegal drug expenditures in the previous week. 

DoD IMPLICATIONS 

(1) The mechanism of the DoD sample survey—that is, using an anonymous 
questionnaire—is a promising method for estimating rates of nontherapeutic drug use 
among enlisted men and can serve as a means for periodic evaluation of DoD and Armed 
Services programs and policies for drug abuse control. 

(2) The major emphasis in drug abuse control should be placed on the Army 
enlisted population, since this Service presents the major DoD drug problem both in total 
numbers and as a percent of total numbers. 

(3) Designers of programs to control drug abuse must recognize that the problem 
exists principally among younger personnel in the lower pay grades. The demographic 
characteristics of drug users should also be considered. 

(4) Treatment programs that appeal to non-users of drugs (volunteer programs, 
programs involving military personnel as counselors) may be contrary to the preferences 
of the drug user, those most in need of assistance. Therefore, such programs should be 
"consumer-tested" prior to widespread implementation to assure that they appeal to the 
target group and promote the desired behavior. 

(5) A comprehensive study of alcohol abuse should be initiated, since the extent of 
use of this substance is substantial and hence the potential for abuse exists. 

IMPLICATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

(1) Periodic readministration of a DoD sample survey questionnaire and thorough 
analysis of the results should be used in the evaluation of DoD and Armed Services 
programs and policies for drug abuse control. 

(2) Additional statistical analyses, particularly multivariate analyses, should be per- 
formed on the existing data. These analyses may be used to: (a) study the demographic 
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characteristics of admitted drug users who are willing to undergo treatment; (b) determine 
the extent of poly-drug usage among Servicemen at different locations; and (c) develop 
systems for the prediction of drug abuse by Service, utilizing demographic data, Service 
data, and civilian drug usage data elements as predictors. ' 

(3) A comprehensive survey of drinking and alcohol abuse should be conducted to 
yield more definitive information on the extent of use of alcohol in the Armed Services, 
to identify demographic correlates of alcohol abuse, and to analyze Service reward 
systems that may contribute to the use and potential abuse of alcoholic beverages. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Activities performed in the initial phase of a two-phase project1 with an overall 
objective of investigating the incidence of use of nontherapeutic drugs in the Armed 
Forces, are described in this report. 

Phase I of the project involved a survey of the nontherapeutic use of drugs among 
enlisted personnel. An anonymous, fully structured questionnaire was developed for 
administration to a worldwide random sample of enlisted men in the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Air Force. The survey questionnaire mainly addressed the extent of non- 
therapeutic drug use and demographic factors of potential association with drug use. 
Additional items on other drug-related subjects were also included. 

Phase II of the project encompassed the study of selected drug-related topics in 
more depth and detail than was possible with the fully structured Phase I questionnaire. 
In Phase II, personal interviews were conducted with a limited number of servicemen at 
Armed Forces sites in the continental United States (CONUS) only. 

MILITARY PROBLEM 

Selected survey data and anecdotal evidence suggest that drug abuse may constitute 
a contemporary military problem of some importance. However, the basis for a compre- 
hensive estimation of the extent of nontherapeutic drug use that can be immediately 
applied to the worldwide population of enlisted men is not yet available. Although an 
initial drug detection system, limited to the identification of opiates, amphetamines, and 
barbiturates, is undergoing worldwide implementation in the Armed Forces, the urgency 
Of the problem and the need for estimates of the use of all major drug categories 
necessitates employing alternative methods of measurement that provide immediate data. 
This report describes result* obtained by administering an anonymous questionnaire 
sample survey process. 

The services currently employ biochemical techniques which will be used in devel- 
oping a military drug testing system until at least July 1973 (Taylor, 1971). The system 
will be phased into operation on a worldwide basis over time. Until the entire system is 
in operation, estimates of drug use in the Armed Forces will be limited to the geo- 
graphical areas possessing bio-assay equipment. Furthermore, no estimates of the use of 
hallucinogenic substances will be available from the detection system.3 

For these reasons, survey research techniques remain the sole method to obtain 
estimates of nontherapeutic drug use that are representative of a worldwide population 
on an immediate basis, and are comprehensive in terms of providing estimates of the use 
of each major category of drugs. 

1 HumRRO Work Unit DELTA, DoD Nontherapeutic Drug Usage Survey and Research. 
2The system does not provide • stimatcs of the use of marijuana, hashish, LSD, or other so-called 

psychedelic (hallucinogenic) drugs (Taylor, 1971). 
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RESEARCH PROBLEM 

Estimating the magnitude of the problem of nontherapeutic drug use in the world- 
wide population of enlisted personnel required use of a data collection system applicable 
to a broad population on a practical, responsive basis. The mechanism of a Department 
of Defense sample survey was selected. This approach, using an objective (multiple- 
choice) questionnaire, afforded a flexible and efficient administration capability. The 
questionnaire could be designed for either group or individual administration. Anonymity 
provided a degree of protection to the subject—protection deemed of major importance 
in studying a sensitive topic such as illicit drug use. The results could be analyzed 
efficiently using computer-based programs. Random sampling procedures could be 
employed in the selection of subjects to assure that results of the survey are representa- 
tive of enlisted personnel in the Armed Forces on a worldwide basis, and that results 
from the sample could then be extrapolated to the population. 

For these reasons, a DoD-wide, anonymous Survey of Drug Use was designed. The 
survey content was to cover the following objectives: (a) to determine rates of non- 
therapeutic drug use; (b) to identify demographic correlates of nontherapeutic drug usage; 
and (c) to identify selected correlates of the drug problem especially important to the 
Services (e.g., reported use of drugs on duty, willingness to admit to having a problem 
with drugs, and willingness to volunteer for drug rehabilitation). The design and imple- 
mentation of the DoD Survey of Drug Use constituted Phase I of this research effort. 

Phase II consisted of an exploratory investigation of selected drug-related topics in 
more depth and detail than was permitted by the format of the questionnaire. Research 
objectives included exploration of (a) reasons for drug use, (b) personal effects of drug 
use, (c) observed/reported effects of drug use, (d) attitudes toward drugs and drug users, 
and (e) awareness of various programs for drug rehabilitation. The personal interviev/, 
using a semi-structured personal interview guide as an aid, was employed as a mechanism 
to probe the selected topic areas.' 

Field interview teams composed of young men with military experience conducted 
the interviews. One sample interviewing site in CONUS was selected for each of the 
Armed Services, and from 50 to 70 interviews were conducted with enlisted and officer 
personnel at each site. Results, while not representative of the entire Service, provide 
valuable contributions to the study of selected drug topics. 

Findings of the Phase II interview research will be described in HumRRO Technical 
Report 72-9, Analyses of Selected Drug-Related Topics: Findings From Interviews at 
Four Armed Service Locations, March 1972. The present report will describe the 
activities and major results of Phase I. 

PHASE I DESCRIPTION 

Activities in Phase I included (a) item pool development through collection and 
analysis of anonymous drug use questionnaires previously employed in civilian and 
military drug survey research efforts, (b) development of a 73-item multiple-choice Survey 
of Drug Use: 1971 and design of a compatible OPSCAN (optical scanning) answer sheet, 
(c) design of a DoD-wide sampling plan, (d) generation of a detailed data analysis and 
reporting plan, (e) preparation of data analysis programs, (f) conduct of the data analyses 
described in the data analysis plan, and (g) preparation of a technical report of the initial 
findings. 

' A legal statement assuring subjects protection from prosecution based on their reports of drug 
use was obtained for use in building confidence. 



jnitial findings of the survey are summarized in this technical report. Each of the 
first five project activities is briefly discussed. 

Item Pool Development 

Beginning in February 1971, copies of current questionnaires on drug use were 
requested from military and civilian survey research drug experts and an item pool of 
drug use questions was developed. The items were studied to determine the manner in 
which reports of drug use were queried, and to identify the types of drug categories 
employed by the researchers. »        b 

Questionnaire Development, Pretest, and Revision 

With the help of drug research experts, a survey questionnaire was drafted and 
revised to include (a) all logical drug categories, (b) items on the use of alcohol for 
comparability, and (c) items on drug treatment and rehabilitation. An extended version 
was pretested on 50 Army enUsted men at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, and Fort Meade, 
Maryland, to determine whether military subjects would admit the use of nontherapeutic 
drugs, to identify ambiguities, and to estimate time required to administer the question- 
naire. It was further revised with the assistance of representatives of the DoD Survey 
Research Committee. omvcy 

FoUowing additional DoD guidance, the instrument was shortened to reduce 
administration time and the literacy level was reduced to increase comprehension by 
lower mental standards personnel, a requirement supported by previous HumRRO 
research (Sticht, 1970). The revised form of the questionnaire has an item reading level 
of approximately the 6th to 7th grade (using a Flesch count system), appropriate for the 
lower mental standard personnel. The revised form of the Survey of Drug Use- 1971 
includes 73 items and uses an optical scan answer sheet.' 

In final form, the Survey of Drug Use: 1971 is designed to estimate the use of 
major classes of nontherapeutic drugs, principally (a) marijuana, (b) other psychedelic 
drugs, (c) stimulants, (d) depressant; (sedatives/tranquilizers), and (e) narcotics. Items 
measure the frequency of use in the past 12 months (recent usage), and the prevalence of 
use (average schedule of use of each category of drugs, e.g., daily, weekly, etc.). In 
addition to items on drug usage, many attitudinal and demographic items are included to 
permit analysis of the attitudes of servicemen toward drug topics and to provide 
descriptive data on the demographic characteristics of drug users. 

The final version of the survey questionnaire was produced for administration to a 

Au   sri971 0f enli8ted men With the date f0r administration commencing 31 

Objectives of the Sampling Plan 

The sampling plan was designed to provide estimates of illegal drug usage rates for 
enlisted personnel in each of the Armed Services, by pay grade category, within selected 
location categiones for each Service. The sampling plan was designed to ensure that the 
number of enlisted personnel surveyed in each specified subpopulation was large enough 
that the error range for each estimated drug usage rate would not exceed plus-or-minus 5% 

Given these specifications, a sampUng plan was developed to guide each Service in 
the identification of an adequate sample, by pay grade category within location category. 

th.« lU* T™ •h«!,t P«rmiU the "»pondent to m.rk hi. an.wer. directly on the .heet. The .heet i. 
then read .nd .cored by .n opt.c.l character recognition device, generati, g a record of re.pon.e. for 
computer edit and data analy.i.. The procedure replace, manual keypunch act vitie. 



The   sampling  plan   was   provided   to   representatives   of the  DoD  Survey   Research 
Committee for implementation. 

Functions of the Data Analysis and Reporting Plan 

The data analysis and reporting plan1 prepared to communicate proposed initial data 
analyses and the proposed organization of the technical report of findings provided an 
opportunity for drug research personnel in the DoD and other interested government 
agencies to review questionnaire content and to specify additional analyses germane to 
their particular interests. 

The plan also served to guide the selection and development of computer programs 
for the analysis of data. Given the anticipated volume of the survey—well in excess of 
30,000 cases—special programs were needed to edit and analyze the data efficiently, as 
well as to produce reports in an output form readily comprehensible to drug experts with 
no programming background. For these reasons, special computer programs were written 
and others modified to analyze the survey data. 

PHASE II DESCRIPTION 

Phase II was designed to provide in-depth information on such topics as reasons for 
the use of nontherapeutic drugs, attitudes towards drug use among Servic en, and 
reported military job performance effects of drug use. 

Activities included (a) selection of four CONUS interview sites, to include erviews 
with officers and enlisted men in each branch of the Armed Services, (b) design and 
pretest of a semi-structured personal interview guide, (c) performance of interviews at the 
designated CONUS locations, (d) data analysis, and (e) preparation of a technical report 
of findings. 

Phase II interviews were conducted in September and October 1971. Results of the 
interviews were analyzed in November 1971. The report produced is HumRRO Technical 
Report 72-9 (Fisher, 1972). 

'The data analyui and rcportini plan for Ihr sunrpy was prepared in September 1971 by Allan H. 
FUher Jr. and Oary J. HarUler. 



V 
METHOD 

This section includes: (a) a discussion of the approach taken in the Survey of Drug 
Use: 1971 questionnaire, (b) a description of the content of the questionnaire, (c) a 
statement of the sampling objectives of the survey and an enumeration of the size and 
characteristics of the study sample, (d) a discussion of the procedures employed by the 
Services in sample selection and questionnaire administration, and (e) a description of the 
analyses performed on the survey data. 

QUESTIONNAIRE APPROACH 

The purpose of the questionnaire was to provide a vehicle by which respondents 
who used drugs would be encouraged to provide information. It was assumed that drug 
users would be reluctant to edmit the illegal behavior of nontherapeutic drug use. For 
this reason, the opening statement for the questionnaire stressed research aspects of the 
study, anonymity of response, the nonevaluative approach, and the need for honest answers 
from the respondent. An appeal was made to provide honest answers that might benefit 
fellow servicemen. The following "Background" statement was the first material presented 
to the respondent. 

BACKGROUND 

This questionnaire is part of a major research project designed to 
collect information on the use of drugs in the Armed Force«.   You are one 
of over 40.000 servicemen selected to participato in this worldwide survey. 

This questionnaire i* self-administered and anonymous.   You cannot 
be identified, because you are asked not to sign your name.   DO NOT SIGN 
YOUR NAME ANYWHERE.   Do not put your name or service number 
anywhere on the answer sheet or the questionnaire. 

This survey is not for or against drugs. It« only purpose i» to get facU, 
opinions, and attitudes about current military drug education and rehabilita- 
tion programs, and to estimate current levels of drug us«1 world wide. 

Your honest answers to this survey can help servicemen who have drug 
problems, now and in the future.   FacU learned from this survey may be 
used in many ways.  They will help to develop more effective programs of 
drug education and can lead to better drug treatment facilities. 

Instructions for answering these questions are on the next page. 
Read them carefully before you begin. 

HONEST ANSWERS TO ALL QUESTIONS ARE NEEDED 

This survey is conducted by HumRRO. the Human Resources Research 
Organisation.   HumRRO is an independent, non-profit corporation estab- 
lishpd to conduct researrh. 



Drug Category 

Marijuana 

Other Psychedelic Drugs 

Drug Stimulants 

Definitions 

Questions 45-49 are about marijuana 
Marijuana is also called grass, or pot, or 
weed. People who use marijuana smoke 
pot or do grass 

Questions 50-55 deal with drugs such as 
LSD, peyote, mescaline, DMT, and other 
psychedelic drugs. Also include hashish. 
Other names for these drugs are: acid (LSD) 
and hash (hashish). 

Questions 56-61 deal with stimulants like 
Benzedrine, Dexedrine and Methedrine. 
They are called speed or pep pills or "ups" 
or Bennies or Dex. Another stimulant is 
cocatne (Snow or Coke). All these ques- 
tions deal with illegal use of these drugs. 
That means to use the drug with no 
prescription from a doctor. 

Questions 62-67 deal with drugs called 
sedatives or tranquiluers. These drugs 
include barbiturates. SHatives are called 
"downers", goof balls, and barbs. All of 
these questions deal with the illegal use 
of these drugs. That means use without a 
prescription. 

Questions 68-73. deal with narcotic drugs. 
These are dnigs like heroin, codeine, and 
opium. Heroin is called «moc*, scag. or H 
All these questions deal with the illegal use 
of narcotic drugs. This means use without 
a prescription. 

jj-gjj* dni. „,. TV r<),lowi„, ^„„i^rz tj*z~**~. 

Sedatives or Tranquilizers 
(Depressants) 

Narcotic Drugs 

IMPORTANT NOTE 
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QUESTIONNAIRE CONTENT 

The Survey ot Dn.g Ose ^tion^ Wud« 73 *m ** <* * "<**"*'< * 

follows: Number of Items 

Drug usage/acquisition items ^ 
Attitudinal items 16 
Demographic items 

The distribution ot ^P^^^SÄS^ 
of rates of nontherapeutic drug -J^J^MJ for re8earch purposes. 
drug uw. and (O identihcaüon of other corretates^o        *      n of current U8age rates for 

The principal objective of the study ^ ^e    hedule of drug use-and thus the 
nontherapeutic   drugs-the ^^^St^SSmi in the recent past. Quest.ons 
extent of the problem faced by the *™ * »^K and average drug use (i.e., daily, 
were developed on recent dr"« U" ^^^„7'tuation is essential ir developing a 
weekly, or monthly). This orientation to th« ^"l        exi8ts in the Arn.-d Forces, as 
^p^tive for addressing the drug abuse PJ^SLiT  measures taken in this survey 
££ to  prior (civüian) ™*0"Z^oIsT™l«^™» of changes in policies 
p°o^de the basis for subsequent e^u^0

fl
n

a
8
b^7n

e
the ^ed Forces. 

Ld programs implemented ^^^^^ each of the five types of drug» **• 
Estimates of the percent of. men v h° "^^ ^ computed. In conjunction 

past 12 month,, and frequency of use "^J^'^Z^  of  average  rate  of usage 

5 ^e ^jgTzs^&Jä^ - -* -9o iorth- 
SSK Z - -derfr^lhtr^h-i^^^       of demographic correlate. 

Another major objective of thus resewcn "T hic itein8 were included in the 
of nontherapeutic drug use. For ^f"^^ oT^rvice. (b) location, and (c) pay 
questionnaire in addition to the ^.^X fol ow ng topics: (a) origin, of drug use. 
^rade. Finally, selected item, are '"f^^JfJfSug Le and local drug avaüabüity^ 

DESCRIPTION OF THE SAMPLE 

for the wrvey rinding. 
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(2) Provide estimates of drug use rates by pay-grade category for selected 
nugor location categories for each Service-CONUS, Europe, and Pacific/ 
Southeast Asia. The pay-grade categories were El-3, E4, E5, E6, and E7-9. 

(3) Provide estimates by pay-grade category, by Service where applicable, for 
each of several countries within the category of Southeast Asia (e.g.. South 
Vietnam, Thailand). 

The representatives of the DoD Survey Research Committee provided population counts 
for their respective Services at the level of detail required above, for example, by location 
category and pay-grade category within Service. The population counts were for Summer 
1971. Given these data, HumRRO estimated the sample requirements necessary to 
accommodate the above objectives. 

A statistical formula was used to determine the sample requirements for each 
Service/location/pay-grade category (Hansen, et ai, 1953). The following objective for 
precision was employed: The number of persons to be surveyed in each category had to 
be of sufficient size that the error of estimate of the various drug usage rates should not 
exceed 5%, at the 95% confidence level, assuming a (maximum) usage rate of 50% (see 
further discussion on p. 12). 

Given the specified population counts and the various assumptions and study 
objectives noted above, the sample requirement was calculated for each Service/location/ 
pay-grade category. In total, a DoD-wide sample requirement of 38,989 was found. The 
sample requirement by Service is given in Table 1. 

Table 1 

Summary of Sampla Raquirtmanti. 
By Service 

Servic- Sin of Sample Perceni of Suvice 

Army 10.647 1.2 
Navy 9,129 1.8 
Marin« Corps 6,938 3.6 
Air Force 12.276 2.0 

Total 38,989 18 

Survey representatives of each Service were provided with a matrix of sample 
requirements by location/pay-grade category. The particular locations surveyed differed 
between Services only to the extent that there was a negligible in-country strength at 
•ome locations for certain Service», hence not all Services had requirements at all 
locations. Adequate supplies of questionnaires and answer sheets were provided to the 
Services to permit accommodation of the sample requirements. 

Number of Survey Returns 

The Services employed random sampling procedures to identify subjects for partici- 
pation in the survey (see n^xt section for details). Administration commenced on 31 
August 1971. and the cat-off date for returns of the Survey answer sheets was 12 
November 1971. 

A total of 37,167 answer sheets were returned by the Services. This total included 
answer sheets for which no information was provided on basic study parameters—Service, 
location, or pay-grade. Answer sheets lacking this basic information were deleted from 

to 



consideration, the resulting number of usable answer sheet returns being 36,510. This 
number was the sample size employed in each total sample computation. The distribution 
of usable returns by Service is given in Table 2. i 

Table 2 

Summary of Usable Survey of Drug Use 
Answer Sheet Returns, 

by Service 

Service Number of Returns Percent of Original 
Requirement* 

Army 8,643 81.2 
Navy 6,830 74.8 

Marine Corps 6,703 96.6 

Air Force 14,334 116.8 

Total 36,510 03.6 

'For analysis, the weighting system used adjusted 
for the differential return rate«. 

Accommodation of the original sampling requirement totals, by Service, was 
generally satisfactory. Indeed, the Air Force exceeded their requirement. Howeiver, inspec- 
tion of the number of answer sheet returns by location/pay-grade category revealed that 
certain categories did not possess a sample of sufficient size to satisfy the original 
objective of 5% error with 95% confidence for each category. For this reason, aggregation 
of certain location subcategories was performed, based on an updated estimate of the 
extent of precision attainable for the number of usable answer sheet returns per category. 
The Service/location categories available for data analysis are shown in Table 3. 

Table 3 

Service Location Categories Resulting From 
Analysis of Survey Returns 

Service Location Army Navy Marine Corp* Air Force 

CONUS (Including Alaska) X X 
Europe 

Europe X X 
Turkey 

Southeast Asia 
South Vietnam X 
Thailand 
Okinawa 
Taiwan 

Other Southeest 
Asia and Pacific Countries X X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

I ' 

II 
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The precision of e^atee o. to* =e ^ «S^Xl t^Ä'cLT, 
(a) the extent of aggregation uMd in Pr^ucm8 *° ^^0« The poo«« precision is 

generally about ±5%, at tne vovc ievci .    examole. such precision would hold 
S)% that invokes no »f^^ ^^ts^rCm a pay U »t one location 

Se Itl^ted across cate^^s^h^^ 
sample), for a bldy ">»Jf'h«W "X 95% Ä of confitoce. The precision of usage 
becomes much greater-about ±.3% at the »5» «™ ° B% to ^  „„h the 
««s (percentages) shown * **K^*™f?S?£750% and ha^d on large 
ÄioT^uSL^ri^rE^/an h. placed on estimate, for a 

toW Service (or f»,?»'or 1°" "XeTexpressed as rates kre accurate to within approxi- 
^j; ^.iT?% afrS ofPdetail of pay-grade calory within locafon 

category, by Service. 

DETAILS OF SURVEY ADMINISTRATION 

Sample Selection Procedures 

.ui^rÄ^^ 
the procedures used by the Services. 

i Table 4 

Sampling Procedure», by Service 

Service 
Random Number 

Specified for Inclusion 

Army 

Navy 

Level of Specification Exceptions 

Marine Corps 

Air Force 

Yes Single set of numbers 
1       for selected 

commands    ' 

Yes Single number for 
CONUS type 1 
or 2 duty 

Yes Variable by pay 
grade and location 

Yes i Variable by pay 
grade and location 

100% sampling in 22nd 
and 90th Replacement 
Battalion, USARV 

100% sample of selected 
overseas activities 

None 

None 

Questionnaire Administration Procedures 
f f^..« iw 1971 was designed for either individual or group adminis- 

The Survey of Drug "^fj^^^fwere contained in the survey booklet. A 
»ration. Instructions for completing the survey were d empha8ized the 
description of the background of t^^ 

ÄÄ^^^^^ in Table 5-The ^and the 
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Marine Corps employed group administration of the questionnaire as their standard 
approach. The Air Force relied on individual completion. The Navy commands were 
permitted to use either group or individual administration procedures. 

Table 5 

Questionnaire Administration Procedures, 

by Service 

Service Administration Procedure Exceptions 

Army Group administration Individual administration 
permitted for make-up 
sessions 

Navy Either individual or 
group administration 

— 

Marine Corps Group administration Individual administration 
permitted, if group 
administration is 
impractical 

Air Force Individual completion — 

DATA ANALYSES 

Data analyses were performed by computer, following the analysis and reporting 
plan for the Survey of Drug Use. The analyses consisted of contingency table analyses, in 
which pairs of variables were cross-tabulated. 

In processing the survey sample returns, weights were computed for application 
against each man's record. Weights were derived from the ratio of population counts of 
the number of men in each Service/location/pay-grade category, divided by the number 
of usable answer sheet returns (sample size) in the respective category. Application of 
these weights permit the extrapolation of sample survey findings to the respective 
populations. Thus, the expected number of drug users in the population can be projected 
for each subcategory, such as Marine Corps/Okinawa/E5. The application of weights also 
permits the aggregation of findings over pay-grade, or location, or Service. Thus, the 
population projections of expected drug users can be computed for an entire Service, or 
for all Services combined into a total DoD population of enlisted men. 

In total, approximately 2000 tables were generated as a result of statistical analyses 
of the Survey of Drug Use: 1971. The "Results" section of this report includes selected 
tables which present, succinctly and comprehensively, the major results of this survey. 
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RESULTS 

Preliminary findings from the Survey of Drug Use: 1971 are presented in this 
section of the report. Practicality for reporting led to selection of findings of greatest 
interest for inclusion in the report, since detailed data on all findings are available for 
Services and DoD use. 

ESTIMATED NONTHERAPEUTIC DRUG USAGE RATES 

Recent Drug Usage 

Estimates of the percent of men who used each of five categories of drugs in the 
past 12 months were computed. Use of a drug in the last year (regardless of frequency) 
was considered to constitute "recent usage.'" Recent usage rates were computed by 
Service, and projected for the total DoD population. Results appear in Table 6. 

Table 6 

Use of Each Category of Drug in the Last 12 Months: 
All Services 

Projected DoD Percentage8 

Drua Cateaorv 

Any Use No Use 

Marijuana 29.9 70.1 
Other Psychedelic Drugs 18.8 81.2 
Stimulants 17.9 82.1 
Depressants 12.2 87.8 
Narcotic Drugs 11.7 88.3 

Percentages shown, here and in all following tables, are 

extrapolated from the survey sample data and weighted accord- 

ing to the composition and size of the military force as of 
31 August 1971. 

NOTE: Percentages are nor additive, due to the possi- 
bility of multiple drug use. 

The majority of the sample reported no use of drugs in the past year. For the 
projected total DoD population of enlisted men, the category of drug reported most 
frequently used in the last 12 months was marijuana (29.9%). Rates of recent usage of 
the other categories of drugs were considerably lower. Recent narcotics usage was 
reported by 11.7% of the total DoD sample. It is also useful to examine the frequency of 
use of each category of drugs in the last 12 months. Figure 1 provides these data for the 
total DoD population. 

Estimated recent drug usage rates for the total DoD sample are heavily influenced 
by the reported recent drug usage rates of Army personnel, who constitute the majority 
of enlisted men in the aggregate projected DoD total population. For this reason, it is 
essential to review the reported rates of recent use of nontherapeutic drugs among 
enlisted men in each Service.  Table 7 shows that men in the Army had the highest 

1 Men who left the question blank were assumed to be non-users of the respective drug. Hence 
usage rates are based only on admitted recent drug users weighted to the population, divided by total 
population. 
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Frequency of Usage of ^ach Category of Drug in the 
Last 12 Months: All Services 

Marijuana Cther 
Psychedelic 

Drugs 

m; 

,IJJ.I 11111 i i 

Stimulants       Depressants 

Drug Category 

Figure 1 

■ i ■ ■ ■ 11« ■ 

y/z/A^^my////////, 

Narcotic 
Drugs 

^ Never Use 

ü 1-2 Times 

3-10 Times 

S3 More Than 
10 Times 

Table 7 

Use of Drugs in the Last 12 Months, 
by Drug Category and Service: Ail Services 

(Projected Percentage) 

Service Marijuana Other Psychedel ics Stimulants Depressants Narcotics 

Army 
Navy 
Marine Corps 
Air Force 

DoD 

42.7 
21.8 
38.0 
16.3 

29.9 

29.4 
12.1 
22.9 
8.3 

18.8 

28.0 
11.9 
24.1 

7.1 

17.9 

20.4 
6.7 

14.8 
4.6 

12.2 

20.1 
6.1 

13.6 
4.2 

11.7 
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reported rates of recent usage of each drug category, Air Force the lowest. The largest 
range in variability of recent drug usage occurred for marijuana, with a 42.7% recent 
usage rate reported by men in the Army against only 16.3% by men in the Air Force. 

Frequency of Recent Drug Use 

The previous findings indicated substantial inter-Service differences in the recent use 
of each category of drugs. These inter-Service differences complicate inter-Service com- 
parisons of the frequency of recent use of each category of drug. To perform these 
comparisons, a common base is required, for each drug category, for each Service. For 
this reason, data on the frequency of drug usage in the last 12 months were 
re-percentaged hazed on the responses of users of each drug only.1 Ihis common base 
permits legitimate comparison of the frequency of drug use between Services, even when 
there are marked differences in the recent usage rates, because usage frequency is based 
on only those men who are users of each drug, in each Service. Thus, one can compare 
the frequency of recent use of marijuana in the Army against the frequency of recent use 
of marijuana in the Air Force—in spite of the fact that the recent usage rates vary by 
42.7% vs. 16.3%. Figure 2 illustrates the procedure; note that the two frequency 
distributions of marijuana users only can be compared, in spite of the substantial 
difference in recent usage reported in the Army and the Air Force. Tables 8-12 show the 
frequency of use for each of the five categories of drugs among admitted recent users of 
drugs for each of the four Services and for the DoD total. 

The frequency of recent use of marijuana is given in Table 8. It should be recalled 
(Table 6) that the majority of the sample (70.1%) reported no use of marijuana in the 
last 12 months. There was an appreciable difference among Services (Table 7) on the 
criterion "any use vs. no use" in the past year; the effects of these differences are 
removed by basing the frequency analyses on marijuana users only. As shown in Table 8, 
the modal frequency of use of marijuana in the last 12 months was reported to be over 
100 times (24.5%); however, an essentially equivalent percentage reported use only once 
or twice. There was little difference among Services, except that fewer Air Force users 
(17.8%) reported frequent marijuana use. 

Results for the frequency of recent use of psychedelic drugs other than marijuana 
are shown in Table 9. The majority of the sample (81.2%) had reported no use of these 
drugs in the last 12 months; there was an appreciable difference among Services in the 
recent use of these drugs. Among admitted recent users of the drugs, the modal 
frequency of recent use of psychedelic drugs other than marijuana was reported to be 
over 10 times (34%); approximately 28%, however, reported use of these drugs only once 
or twice. There was little difference among Services in the reported frequency of recent 
use of these drugs. Users in the Army were only slightly more likely to report frequent 
use (34.3%), than in the Air Force (31.2%); the highest rate of frequent use was reported 
in the Marine Corps (37.1%). 

Findings for the frequency of recent use of drug stimulants are given in Table 10. 
The majority of the sample (82.1%) had reported no use of drug stimulants in the last 12 
months; there was an appreciable difference among Services. Among the users (Table 10), 
there was a negligible difference between usage frequency categories for drug stimulants. 
The modal frequency of recent use was reported as 4-10 times (21.3%); however, 28% of 
the sample reported using the drugs only once or twice in the past year. There was a 
minor difference among Services in the repo   ed frequency of recent use. Users of the 

This same logic applies to the inter-Service comparisons of average drug use, given next in this 
section of the report. 
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Recent Marijuana Use Distributions for the Total Army and 
Air Force Populations Plus Re-percentaged Frequency Distributions 

ARMY AIR FORCE 

(43%) < 

No Use 

in 

Past Year 

Any 
Use in 

Past Year 

>    (57%) 

> 

100% \ 

1-2 limes (25.4%) 

3-10 times (23.6%) 

11-100 times (25.2%) 

100+times (25.8%) 

(16%) 

No Use 

in 

oast Year 

Any 
Use in 

Past Year 

100% 

100% 

Figure 2 

Table 8 

>    (M%) 

/ 
/ 

/ 

/'f 
/ 

/ 

1-2 limes (24.1%) 

3-10 times (28.9%) 

11-100 times (29.8%) 

100-f times (17.8%) 

100% 

Frequency of Use of Marijuana in the Last 12 Months, 
by Service: Marijuana Users Only 

(Projected Percentage) 

Frequency Armv Navy Marine Corps Air Force DoD 

Once 15.4 17.1 11.0 14.9 15.1 
Twice 10.0 9.4 6.9 9.2 9.4 
3 Times 7.6 7.9 9.0 10.7 8.3 
4-10 Times 16.0 15.9 17.2 18.2 16.5 
11 - 30 Times 13.4 12.1 12.8 12.9 13.0 
31 - 50 Times 5.9 7.6 9.6 10.2 7.3 
51 -100 Times 5.9 6.0 7.7 6.1 6.1 
Over 100 Times 25.8 23.9 25.8 17.8 24.5 
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Table 9 

Fraquency of UM of Psychedelic« Other Then Marijuana in the Leit 12 Month«, 
by Service: Users of These Drugs Only 

(Projected Percentage) 

■ 

Frequency Army Navy Marina Corp« Air Foroa OoD 

Once 14.6 14.6 13.7 15.1 14.6 

Twice 12.9 12.5 11.0 16.0 13.1 

3 Times 16.4 13.1 12.3 14.1 15.2 

4-10 Times 21.7 27.0 25.8 22.8 23.1 

Over 10 Time« 34.3 32.9 37.1 312 34.0 

Table 10 

Frequency of Use of Stimulant Drugs in the Last 12 Months, 
by Service: Stimulant Drug Usen Only 

(Protected Percentage) 

Frequency Army Navy Marine Corp* Air Force DeO 

Once 13.0 15.7 12.1 18.1 13.9 

Twice 15.9 11.8 8.1 13.9 14.1 

3 Times 14.4 13.7 8.4 9.0 13.0 

4-10 Times 20.3 23.0 24.8 20.8 21.3 

11 -30 Times 12.3 11.4 16.6 14.8 12.9 

31 - 50 Times 9.1 10.9 10.0 13.5 10.0 

51 -100 Times 6.0 6.4 8.1 34 6.0 

Over 100 Time« 8.9 7.1 11.9 6.6 8.7 

drug stimulant» in the Army and Marine Corps were slightly more likely to report the use 
of drug stimulants over 100 times in the last year than were users of the drugs in the Air 
Force. 

Results for the frequency of recent use of drug depressants (sedatives/tranquilizere) 
are given in Table 11. The majority of the sample (87.8%) had reported no use of 
depressant drugs in the last 12 months; there was an appreciable difference among 

Table 11 

Frequency of Use of Depressant Drugs in the Last 12 Months, 
by Service: Depressant Drug Users Only 

(Projected Percentage) 

Frequency Army Navy Manne CO'pl Air Force DoO 

Once 14.4 19.1 10.3 183 15.0 

Twice 16.Ö 11.3 10.8 13.5 14.9 

3 Times 18.7 17.6 11.8 13.7 17.3 

4-10 Times 21.5 25.7 30.2 28.4 23.7 

Over 1C Times 28.9 26.4 37.0 26.1 29.1 

18 
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Services in the recent use of these drugs. In the analysis (Table 11) based only on 
admitted recent use« of depressant drugs in each Service, the modal frequency of use of 
these drugs was reported as over 10 times (29.1%); an approximately equal percent 
reported using the drop only once or twice in the past year. There was a negligible 
difference among Services in the reported frequency of recent use of depressants. Users in 
the Marine Corps were more likely than in the other Services to report use of drug 
depressants over 10 times in the past year. 

Finding on the reported frequency of recent use of narcotic drugs are given in 
Table 12. The majority of the sample (88.3%) had reported no use of narcotic drugs in 
the last 12 months; there was an appreciable difference among Services. The analysis 
based solely on reported users of narcotic drugs in each Service (Table 12) shows that the 
modal frequency of use was reported as over 50 times, the maximum category (24.6%); 
conversely, over 23% reported using narcotic drugs only once or twice in the past 
12 months. 

Table 12 

Fraquwiey of UM of Narcotic« in tlw Last 12 Months, 
by Sarviea: torcotk Drug Umn Only 

IPro/ected Percentage) 

Fraquancy Army Navy Marina Corp* Air Foroa OoO 

Onot 18.2 18.7 10.6 168 17.2 

Twice 17.7 14.7 9.7 12.0 16.0 

3TimM 11.0 17.0 14.9 10.4 12.0 

4   lOTimt* 14.4 21.8 22.6 22.7 17.0 

11 -50TimK 12.0 11.6 16.3 21.1 13.2 

Ov»r 60 Times 26.7 16.2 27.0 18.0 24.6 

There was a substantial difference among Services in the reported frequency of 
recent use of narcotic drop. Army user» were more likely to report the most frequent 
use compared to users in the Navy or Air Force. 

In summary, the inter-Service difference» in rate of any reported recent usage of the 
various drug categories are also in evidence in terms of the number of times that 
admitted recent user» of the various drug categories report the use of each type of drug. 
There was a slight but consistent tendency for Army or Marine Corp» drug users to 
report more frequent drug use than Navy or Air Force drug users. This finding should be 
considered in light of the result« for the item» on frequency (rate) of average drug use. 
given in the following section. 

Average Drug Uw 
The rate of average drug usage was analysed in addition to the previous analyst' of 

frequency of recent usage. Tables 13-17 indicate the reported typical schedule of use of 
each of the five drug type», among admitted users of each category of drug only. Result» 
are separately tabulated by drug category, for each of the four Service» and for the 
DoD total. L     . . 

The results for marijuana u»age appear in Table 13. Analy»e» are batMl on only 
admitted marijuana users in each Service, to remove difference« between the Services in 
the rate of marijuana use. The majority of all respondent« had report«! that they never 

i» 



Ft«qu«ncy 

Every Day 
Several TilPM a Week 

OnctaWMk 

Once« Month 
LM> OHan Thin Monthly 

Tabt«13 

Rait of UM of Marijuana, by Sac»ica: 

Marijuana Ihart Only 
(PmJKWl Ptntntmgt) 

Army 

K.8 
23.4 
15.4 

13.3 

26.1 

N.w 

10.8 
26.8 

10.0 
11.1 
40.4 

Marine Cotpt 

79 

23.6 
17.7 

15.3 
365 

A» Fore« DoO 

0.1 17.0 

10.6 23.5 

10.6 14.2 

16.2 13.5 
44.5 31.8 

TabtaM 

Average Rate of U* of Ptyehadalle Dfu»i, Othaf Than Marijua.«. 

by Sarvio«: Uten of Thaaa Dru9» Only 
(Protected Ptrctntag») 

Freoueocy Army I MadneCon» Air Forea 

Every Day 
Stvtral Ttmw a ***■ 
OnotaWaak 
Once a Month 

La« Oftan Than Monthly 

OoD 

14.6 3.7 2.3 5.5 10.4 

18.8 11.0 12.2 8.0 16.7 

14.6 14.8 14.2 8.2 13.7 

15.0 
37.1 

15.4 
54.2 

14.6 
56.7 

18.2 
60.2 

15.4 
44.8 

rinn.F:' i «riir -"-- ? K5S 

«.nnrt daily UM« of the dm» than were i«er» in the other bervicef. report dwyu^coi in   a   IP lUmutantB are »ven m Table 16. baaed 

^v„ „«• *.~^.nl Lp.) Thw «. t .l.«h. ditrmnc .m.,n, tovic» »mplo^ Army 



T «bit 16 

Awrafi Rat« of UM of Mmutanl D-u». 
by SOTiet: Stimulant Drug Khtn Only 

(Proiicmd Pvctnagtl 

Frvquancy Aimt Navy Marina Carp* Aktoea OoO 

EvtryOty 
Several Time» ■ Week 

OnocaWMk 
Once ■ Month 
Lett Often Than Monthly 

11.6 
17.2 
19.3 
14.2 
37.7 

3.8 
105 
10.1 
11.4 
64.2 

u 
13.2 
13.7 
17.7 
62.6 

6.0 
0.0 
0.2 

16.6 
60.3 

M 
14.6 
16.0 
14.6 
46.4 

Uhtotf 

Rat« of UM of Dapraaaant Oru»i by Sanrica: 
Dtprettant Dru« Utan Only 

(Protected Puntnugfl 

FfVQMACV 

Every Oav 
Several Timet a Week 

Ooo aWeek 

OnceaMon.h 

Lett OHan Than Monthly 

Army MartnaCorpi Air Forea OoO 

16.4 
20.8 
16.1 
10.2 
295 

108 
10.1 
12.1 
14.1 
630 

38 
94 

14.7 
18.0 
64.: 

0.2 12.0 
13.4 I7J 
0.7 14.1 

16.6 111 
61.1 376 

TflktolY 

Rat./ of UM of Naroottes, fay Sanrtoa: 
Narcotie Drwt Uaan (My 
rtatfaclM/Aroanaf»; 

Army Marino Corpa AM Forea OoO 

Every Day 
Several T.met a Week 

260 
230 

130 
14.4 

80 
16.8 

11.7 
0.3 

21.3 
20.4 

Oncea Week 13J 14.6 12.8 0.7 13.4 

Once a Month 11.3 0.3 17J 21.2 12.7 

Lett Often Than Monthly 260 47.8 46.1 480 32.2 
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Ü* othw Servk«. Conwrwly. the majority of drug UM» in th« other ServicM reported 
drug ute le« ofi*n Uun monthly, while the rate for Army men wu about 29% 

..   i;""11* for *; u* of —g"" /fr«^» «»«d only on reported tuen are given in Table 
17. The majority of the retpondenU had reported that they never uae the narcotic drun 
fSSSk S  Tj?Si frequently  reported rale of .«e i. I«, often  than  monthly 
{32.2%). although 21.3» report daily ute. There «ma a tubatanUal difference among the 

üJT^hCT SewcHT* WW '" m0n Uke,y t0 rrp0rt ^^ "^ of "^ d™« "»^ "*" in 

The fact that 21% of the admitted uaen report using narcotic drup on a daily baata 
•how. that frequent uaage of opiates is fairly widespread in the Services, and the Army 

bteH»"**1 ' '"^ *,m*nt of ** enh,l*d Populat^n "»y have a serious drug 

In nmiiniry. auNtantial inter-Service differences exist in the frequency with which 
•dmitted drug uaen take drugs. A higher percentage of men in the Army reported daily 
drug use of each category of drug than did enlisted men in the other Services who reported 

■ iK  iiiM|,s 

Theae results show the same trend as pievioua findings on recent usagp and fre- 
quency of usage of respective drugs in the 12-month period. The differences between the 
Services on any recent uae. frequency of uae. and schedule of use may be partially 
explained by analyse, of the impact of geographical location on nontherapeutic drug us/ 
These findings demonstrate that duty in Southeast Asia is positively correlated to recent 
uae and average uae This phenomenon, involving presumably high drug exposure and 
other condiUons conducive to drug experimentalion and nontherapeutic drug use afffcts 
more Army men than men in the other Armed Service«, since the Army has wigned 
proportionately more men to Southeast Asia. 

LOCATION AND PAY GRADE ANALYSES 

The survey sample was designed to permit analysis of recent drug usage rates and 
average usage by pay-grade/location categories, for each Service. For each criterion table« 
were generated for each of the five drug categories at each of the 17 Service-lotion 
categories with a control on pay-grade category for each table. The resulting detailed 
tables were provided separately for DoD/Service review, but certain finding, merit 
prenentation in summary form in this report. 

Location Analyiet 

As previoualy noted, branch of Service was a major factor in the reported recent 
usage  of drugs   OveraU. the k . n -nt rate« of nontherapeutic use of all  five 
«tegones of drugs were higher for the Ar. y and Marine Corp« than for the Navy and 
Air Force. Location was also a factor in the differential uae of drugs in the last 12 
months. Table 18 expresses recent usage rate findings by location category. 

For the Army, men in Vietnam reported the highest rate of recent nontherapeutic 

MUT.'"'! "" hlfhe"t n{*% ot ■" of -,dl "^iofy o' drugs, with the exception of 
psychedelic drugs other than marijuana. The highest rate of recent use of drup in this 
category was reported by Army personnel in Europe. (This category includes hashish as 
one type of psychedelic drug.) 

Among Navy reapondenU. the highest rates of recent drug use were reported by men 
located in CONUS. This held for each of the five categories of drugs. 

In the Air Force sample, recent drug use appeared to vary by location. Recent use 
oo'^rJUan! Ü" fr*<'lM'nUy ^Ported among men stationed in Vietnam (23.6%). Thailand 

(22.7%). and Taiwan (21.8%). Respondent« in Taiwan alao reported the higheat rate« of 



Tib). 18 

UM of Orufi at Any Tim« In th« Lmt 12 Monttn, by Drug Ccteflorv 
Smvke» Location; AM tar»lcw 

IProfCtfd Pvrcenltgel 

OthM 
•mtet LMMton* Mari(ua>ia PtVrfNtWtt 

ouai 
Sltfnuiant« OaprMHntt Marcattc Onifi 

Army 
CONUS 41.3 28.4 289 21.6 20.1 
Europe 40.2 33.0 230 14.0 ISJ 
VMnam 60.9 308 31.0 26.1 28.6 
Olhar Sotithaatt Asia 42.0 23.2 24.7 18.1 17.6 

Totat Army 42.7 294 280 20.4 20.1 

Navy 
CONUS 23.4 13.0 13.0 7.2 6.6 
Europa 12.4 8.1 6.4 3.4 3.6 
Southaait Asia 18 6 9.2 9.3 6.6 6.4 

Total Na«y 21.8 12.1 11.9 6.7 6 1 

Air Foroa 
CONUS 16.8 8.4 7.3 4.7 4.4 
Europa 12.6 8.6 6.0 3.0 1.8 
Turfcay 13.4 9.2 7.8 4.8 3.6 
Viatnam 23.6 7.9 6.9 6.0 6.0 
Thailand 22.7 7.7 8.1 41 34 
Tai«Mn 21J 8.6 11.3 7.0 80 
Other Southaatt Asia 16.9 6.6 6.7 4.3 3.7 

Total USAF 16.3 8.3 7.1 4.6 4.2 

Marina Corps 
CONUS 37.6 22.9 24.2 16.0 13.6 
Okinawa 4)8 24.3 24.0 14.2 13.9 
Othar Southaast Asia 37.6 21.7 23.1 13.6 12.4 

Total USMC 38.0 22.9 24.1 148 13.6 

*LocMton rt tfHlnad by currant Parmanant Duty Station. 

recent uae of stimulktiU (11.3%). depmunU (7.0%), and narcotic drugi (8.0%). The 
highest rate of uae o paychedelic dniffs other than marijuana was reported by Air Force 
personnel in Turkey (9.2%). 

Among Marine Corps respondents, the rates of recent drug use showed minimal 
variability across the broad location categories of CONUS, Okinawa, and other Southeast 
Asian countries. Slightly higher recent usage rates for narcotics, marijuana, and other 
psychedelic drugs were reported by men on Okinawa, and slightly higher recent usage 
rates for drug stimulants and depressant« were reported by Marines in CONUS. However, 
there was less variability in drug usage rates by location among Marine Corps respondents 
than was reported by men in the other Services. 

J3 



The highest nte of recent nmrcotic« tue found in the lurvey wu reported by Army 
men stationed in Vietnam (28 5%). For this reason, many of the tables in this report 
which concern correlates of narcotics use employ Army-Vietnam respondents as the basis 
for the analyses. 

One unanticipated finding of the survey was the relatively high recent drug usage 
rates reported by Army CON US enlisted men. This phenomenon of high drug usage 
among Army respondents in general, and among Army CONUS respondents in particular, 
was also reflected in the findings on average usage schedule by location. Table 19 
contains reported daily drug usage rate findings by location category for each Service. 

Respondents in the Army reported the highest daily usage rates, for each category 
of drup. Ihe rates ranged from 3% for stimulants and depressants, to 6% for narcotic 

TsbtelQ 

DaMy UM of Onifs, by Dni% CalagofY and 
S«f«ica Location   All Samcm 

(Proftcnd Ptrctntagt) 

OrtNr 
torviM Location Mari|u*n« Pivch.cJ.l.c 

Orup 

Snmulanit Otptmwn« Narcoitc Orugi 

Army 
CONUS 6.6 4.0 3.6 41 6.4 
Europa 7.9 6.9 15 1.3 1.6 
Vietnam 138 3.6 3.9 2.7 9.2 
Olhtt Soothaait Ana 71 3.2 1.4 2.3 3.1 

Total Afmy 8 1 4.4 31 3.2 5.2 

Navy 
CONUS 2.2 0.4 0.4 0.9 0.9 
Europa 11 1.0 0.6 o.: 0.6 
Padfic 16 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.4 

Total Navy 2.0 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.8 

Air Forca 
CONUS 10 06 0.6 0.6 0.6 
Europa 0.9 0.3 0.1 0 1 0.1 
Turkey 13 1.1 0.7 0.6 0.6 
Vietnam 2.2 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.6 
Thailand 2.3 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 
Taiwan 27 0.4 0.6 06 1.0 
Other Southeast Asia 1.2 0 1 0.3 0.1 06 

Total USAF 1.1 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.5 

Marina Corps 
CONUS 2.3 0.6 0.7 0.6 1.1 

Okinawa 3.4 0.3 0.6 0.4 0.6 
Other Southeast Asia 29 0.9 0.6 0 1 0.9 

Total USMC 2.4 0.6 0.7 0.6 11 



drup, up to 8% for marijuana. The daily use of psychedelic drugs other than marijuana 
was reported by about 4%. Among Army enlisted personnel, reported daily drug usage 
varied by location category. The highest daily usage rates for marijuana and narcotics 
wore reported by Army men in Vietnam. The highest daily raU- of use of psychedelic 
drup other than marijuana was reported by Army men in Europe. 

For men in the Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force, dai'y usage rates of each 
category of drug seldom exceeded 1% to 2%. Indeed, if marijuana usage is excluded, daily 
reported use of the other categories of nontherapeutic drugs, including narcotics, is 1% qr 
less, regardless of location for men in the Navy, Marine Corps, and Aii Force. 

In summary, the use of drugs at some time in the past year varies extensively 
depending on the type of drug. Marijuana usage is reported by far more Servicemen than 
is use of other categories of drugs. While the use of nontherapeutic drugs at some time in 
the past year is substantial, report of daily use of the drugs is minimal, with the 
exception of reported daily usage rates in the Army. The Army emerges as the Service 

Table 20 

Daily UM of Drugi, by Drug Cattgoiy and Pay Grad«, and by Seme«: 
CONUSOnly 

(Projectrd Percentage) 

Other 
SwviM Pay Gradi Mariiuana P.vchedehc 

Drugt 
SlimuUnl» (VprnMntt Narcotic Drug» 

Army CONUS 
El 3 10.9 7.2 6.0 6.9 8.6 
E4 3.9 1.8 1.6 1.6 3.6 
E5 4.1 1.8 2.3 3.5 4.1 
E6 23 ao 1.1 0.7 0.7 
E7-9 0.3 0.5 1.0 0.8 1.5 

Navy CONUS i 

El 3 3.8 0.7 0.9 1.4 
i 

1.4 
E4 2.5 0.1 0.3 0.8 0.6 
E5 1.1 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.7 
E6 - 0.3 ^                  l 0.3 0.6 
E7-9 0.4 - - 0.9 0.4 

Air Force CONUS 
i 

i 
E13 2.0 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.3 
E4 10 0.5 0.2 ,  02 0.2 
E5 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 
E6 - - - 0.2 0.3 
E7g 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 

Marine Corps CONUS 
E1-3 3.6 1.0 1.1 0.6 1.9 
E4 1.2 0.2 0.5 1.5 0.5 
E5 0.8 - _ 0.2 
E6 0.6 - - 0.3 „ 

E7-9 0.2 - 0.2 - 

: 

i 
I 

i 
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used w* SSSdAtf? SShÜ^S^il ^ Ü8age was a,so ^udied. The criterion 
J men in the CONUs'lpcation of ea^h ^ce (TaT^ 0T

f **»**■ Res^ «re preS 
US"!; r?,ationshiP ^tween: the daU^of ^L'1 genera,• Tab,e 20 ^dicates 
reported dady drug use were found amon« Th^e ÄH ^ f!*' Highest rates of 
categories. u amon« those enlisted men in the lowest pay grade 

^^hÄ'S^Snrd L0^ r^ SU - 0f -«-a. In the 
while thelowest rates were ol^d L^^sT^^^ ^ ^   ^»^ 
ate noted for the daily use of other caSes 11 mVerSe re,ationiihiP was 
T'A three^rvices' these relationship we^bln3vaTh0ng Army PetSOnn*1 For the 

the Army. The relationships, however ZZi!*y the 8ame ■■ tho8e observed in 
general there were lower ^^^Ä*0^^ in the oth- ^ces. and In 

i 

OTHER USAGE ANALYSES 

Drog Use in Combination With Alcohol 
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I ! Tabl«21 

U»t of Orugi in Combination With Alcohol 
by Service: All Services 
(Projacted Percentage) 

Multiple-Drug Usage 
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Table 22 

Ute of Multiple Drugs: 
Army Men in Europe Who Use Marijuana 

(Projected Percentage) 

Drug Category 
Marijuana Users 
Who Also Use 
Other Drugs 

Users of the 
Drug Who Also 
Use Marijuana 

Other Psychedelic Drugs 
Stimulants 
Depressants 
Narcotics 

74.4 
50.8 
31.5 
30.4 

90.7 
88.6 

.     90.2 
91.6 

p«r* H« 
lmportanf °f t11* observation is shown in the data on the percent of users of 

T«, ^"f d as Poly-dru8 users- Approximately 90% of the recent users of each 
SLnt ^ f^T ^T "e composed of the marijuana users who also reported 
recent use of other types of drugs. The fact that most marijuana users are not users of 
narcotics (or depressants) should also be noted. 

TPHJH ",ay,Prove instru
4

ctive to examine poly-drug usage at other Service locations 
Tentative evidence suggests that the high rate of use of psychedelic drugs other than 

Ä^rrLT", 0f mfJUana " USAREUR ^ be a Phenomfnon of that location-that is, that a lower rate would be found in CONUS 
The analysis of poly-drug usage also has ramifications' for the analysis of demo- 

graphic correlates of nontherapeutic drug utilization. In the next section, first-order 
^lationships of selected demographic items to narcotic drug use are explo^d to in^o- 
duce this important topic.  However, the performance of poly-drug analyses could be 

ZlZ>ZT^Z*'more soph~ --"^ «-^ o^Ä 
DEMOGRAPHIC CORRELATES OF DRUG USE 

Another major objective of the research was the identification of demographic 
correlates of nontherapeutic drug use. Twelve demographic variables were used in these 
analyses. Responses to the demographic items were related to the average schedule of use 
of each category of drugs. For this report, results are presented that indicate the 
relationships of the various demographic items to the average use of narcotics. Results of 
these analyses are given for Army personnel, the Service with the highest rate of usage of 
this category of drugs in the last 12 months. 

The demographic variables analyzed were the following: 
(1) Level of education at entry 
(2) Geographic location at entry (Home of Origin) 
(3) Race 
(4) Current age 
(5) Current marital status 
(6) Recent duty in Southeast Asia/Europe (For CONUS-based personnel only) 
(7) Total time in service 
(8) Length of time at current duty station 
(9) Primary military occupational skill, expressed in Department of Defense 

one digit skill categories 
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(10) Current enlistment status 
(11) Remaining obligated service (for men who do not plan to reenlist) 
(12) Expected geographic location after service (for short-timers only) 

Tables 23 through 34 show the relationship of each of the above variables to narcotics 
use among Army personnel. 

The level of education at entry was related to the schedule of use of n?icotic drugs 
among Army personnel in a complex way. Results appear in Table 23. The relationship is 
curvilinear. There was a trend toward more frequent use of narcotic drugs among men 
with less than a high school education at entry, or among men who possessed a 
post-graduate degree at entry into the Army. However, it is important to note that these 
two extreme categories of educational attainment each include relatively small segments 
of the total Army enlisted population. The majority of daily users of narcotics possessed 
high school or college training upon entry into the Service. 

Table 23 

Average Rate of Use of Narcotics, by Educational Level: Army 
(Projected Percentage) 

Education Every Day Less Often 
Than Daily 

Never Use 

No High School 20.1 21.6 58.3 
Some High School 7.3 23.0 69.6 
High School Graduate 4.2 11.8 83.9 
Less Than Two Years 

of College 4.2 15.4 80.4 
Two or More Years of 

College 3.7 14.1 82.2 

College Graduate (BA, BS, 
or Equivalent) 2.4 11.4 86.3 

Graduate Study but No 
Graduate Degree 7.7 8.8 83.5 

Graduate Degree(s) 17.3 15.6 67.1 

The geographic area (region of origin) from which men entered the Service was 
related to the schedule of use of narcotic drugs among Army personnel. Results of this 
analysis are given in Table 24. There was a tendency toward more frequent use of 
narcotic drugs among men from the New England states. Conversely, infrequent use of 
narcotics was reported by men who entered the Service from the Southern states. 

Race, expressed in the three categories of White/Black/Other, was strongly related to 
the average schedule of usage of narcotic drugs. Table 25 indicates the findings for this 
analysis. There was a trend toward more frequent use of narcotics reported by Blacks and 
members of races other than Black or White. Thus, about 9% of both categories report 
daily narcotics use. Conversely, there was a less frequent rate of drug use reported among 
Whites, with 83% reporting no use of these drugs. However, Whites compose the majority 
of enlisted men, and constitute the majority of daily users of these drugs. 

Nontherapeutic drug use is often classified as a phenomenon of youth (Blum, et a/., 
1970). The relationship of current age to the average schedule of use of narcotic drugs is 
given in Table 26. There was a strong, negative relationship between age and the reported 
use of narcotics among Army personnel. For example, enlisted men aged 17 or 18 years 
were far more likely to report the daily use of narcotics (19.7%) than were men aged 20 
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Table 24 

Average Rate of Use of Narcotics, by Region of Origin: Army 
(Projected Percentage) 

Region8 Every Day Less Often 
Than Daily 

Never Use 

New England 11.2 25.3 63.5 
North Atlantic 7.8 17.0 75.3 
Middle Atlantic 8.5 19.5 72.0 
South Atlantic 3.4 11.1 85.5 
South 2.8 11.4 85.8 
Southwest 3.9 10.3 85.9 
Great Lakes 3.0 13.4 83.7 
Great Plains 3.2 11.0 85.8 
Mountains 4.6 13.3 82.1 
Pacific 4.4 18.5 79.1 
All Other Locations'3 7.4 16.9 75.7 

^The following regional definitions apply: 
Niw England - Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont 
North Atlantic ■ New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania 
Middle Atlantic - Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Washington, D.C., West Virginia 
Sour/» Atlantic ■ Floi   J, Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina 
South ■ Alabama, Kentucky, Mississippi, Tennessee 
Southwest- Arkansa . Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas 
dnat Lukes ■ Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Wisconsin 
Grear Plains ■ Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North and South Dakota 
Mountain - Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, Wyoming 
Pacific - California, Oregon, Washington State 

Includes Alaska, Hawaii, The Philippines, and overseas areas. 

Table 25 

Average Rate of Use of Narcotics, by Race: Army 
(Projected Percentage) 

Race Every Day Less Often 
Than Dally Never Use 

White 

Black 

Other 

4.0 13.4 82.7 

8.9 16.2 75.0 

9.8 27.4 62.8 

to 21 years (between 5% and 6%). Men over 28 years of age reported virtually no use of 
narcot« Although the younger groups report the highest daily narcotic usage rates, they 
do t contribute the majority of daily narcotic drug users. Because the majority of 
Army enlisted personnel are between 20 and 23 years of age, these year groups 
contribute the majority of daily users of narcotic drugs. 

The relationship between current marital status and the average use of narcotic drugs 
is given in Table 27. There was a relationship between marital status and the daily use of 
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Table 26 

Average Rate of Use of Narcotics, by Current Age: Army 
(Projected Percentage) 

Aue livery Day Less Often 
Than Daily 

Never Use 

17 Years or Under 24.2 34.4 41.4 

18 Years 17.4 30.7 51.8 

19 Years 9.2 28.0 62.8 

20 Years 5.0 18.8 76.2 

21 Years 6.4 16.6 77.1 

22 - 23 Years 3.2 13.1 83.6 

24 - 25 Years 1.7 7.6 90.8 

26 - 27 Years 1.3 6.1 92.6 

28 - 29 Years 0.7 2.8 96.6 

30 - 34 Years 0.6 1.8 97.5 

35 ■ 39 Years 0.5 0.5 99.0 
40 Years or Over 0.2 2.8 96.9 

Table 27 

Average Rate of Use of Narcotics, by Marital Status: Army 
(Protected Percentage) 

Marital Status Every Day 
Leu Often 
Than Daily 

Never Use 

Married 

Single 

3.2 

6.8 

8.5 

19.6 

88.3 

73.6 

narcotics among Army enlisted men. Men who are single were more likely to report the 
daily use of narcotic drugs (6.8%) than men who were married (3.2%). 

The relationship betweei. average use of narcotic drugs and duty in Europe and/or 
Southeast Asia in the last two years was explored. Urinalysis data suggest that opiates are 
more frequently used by men stationed in Southeast Asia (Jaffee, 1971), as opposed to 
CONUS (Williams, 1971) or Europe (Irish, 1971). This survey explored the relationship 
of recent duty in Southeast Asia and/or Europe to the use of narcotic drugs among Army 
enlisted men currently stationed in CONUS. Table 28 contains the findings. 

There was a positive relationship between recent duty in Southeast Apia and the 
daily use of narcotics by men in CONUS. There was also a positive relationship between 
daily narcotic drug use and recent duty in Europe. Daily use of narcotics was particularly 
related to service in both Europe and Southeast Asia in the past two years. Daily use of 
narcotic drugs was lowest for men in CONUS who had not served in either Europe or 
Southeast Asia in the last two years. 

The relationship between average use of narcotics and total time in service was 
studied. There was an inverse relationship between drug use and length of service. The 
results are given in Table 29. Men with the least amount of service, under three months. 
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Table 28 

A«"a«RateofUi.ofNtrcotic. 
öV Recent Own«, Duty: Army-CONUS 

(Proiected Percentage) 

Southeast Asia 
Europe 

Both Europe and 
Southeast Asia 

None of These Areas 

11.7 

7.7 
12.8 

29.1 
75.6 

63.2 

Table 29 

*.^R«..,U„,,N.^ T(iii# 

Pro/ected Percentage) 

Less Than 3 Months 
3 • 6 Months 
7 - 9 Months 
'0-11 Months 
1 Year 

2 Years 
3 Years 
4 • 5 Years 
6 - 8 Years 
9 Years or More 

17.1 
10.0 
6.0 
8.4 
3.8 

5.8 
6.1 
2.3 
1.4 
0.6 

35.5 
24.3 
20.0 
16.2 
12.6 

17.7 
13.4 
13.7 
5.2 
2.5 

47.4 
65.7 
74.0 
75.3 
83.5 

76.5 
80.4 
84.1 
93.3 
97.0 

years of service, due to the Llin^c^^0^ T ^^ one «^ 
group numerically predominant. d»tr,but.on of the Army which makes th* 

ent has b^^ t'lTZX'Z* T ^ * *** of «~ «- -pond 

Results are shown in Table 30. Men Süh 1 T the aVerage "^ of ""^tic drugs 
stat,on reported the highest daily n^coUcs uLl.n ^ m0nth at their current dut 
and 2 months at their current "^.0^^' ,a^OSt 22% Men with ^^t 
narcotic drugs than were men with OVP? i7 ^ . ,,kely to f6»10^ the daily use of 
Th« finding may .fleet the ^Z^ZL'Z^^Z * £* —t ^"t/sution' 
studi JH r relat,on8hiP 0f military occupatio^ Tn L^h Sh,P PrevioU8ly "oted. 
thrÜ ?r A/my en,i8ted Personnel. STScnSL^JS T*** ** of narcoti« was 
three dig.ts of PMOS were reported. ^^^11^^ T aPP,ied: Th* "« 

«nee. HB. The first two digit« were then 

31 



Table 30 

Awrag« Rat« of Uta of Narcotic», by 
Langth of Tima at Currant Duty Station: Army 

(Projected Percentage) 

Time at 
Currant Duty Station 

Every Day 
La« Oftun 
Than Daily 

Navar Uta 

Less Than 1 Month 
1 - 3 Months 
4 • 6 Months 
7 • 9 Months 
10-12 Months 
13-15 Months 
24 Months 

21.8 14.7 

4.7 23.2 

5.1 15.0 

5.4 14.6 

5.7 13.1 

2.0 11.2 

1.0 6.2 

63.6 
72.1 
799 
80.1 
81.1 
86.7 
91.9 

converted to the one-digit DoD occupation code.' The analysis indicated «W««* 
SatioTship between mihtary occupational skill and the average use of narcoUc. ta th.. 
Army sample. Table 31 contains the results. 

Table 31 

Average Rate of Use of Narcotic«, by 
Dapartmant of Dafama Ona-DigH Oeeupattooal Area Coda«: Army 

(Protected Percentage) 

Job Coda Every Day 
La« Often 
Than Daily 

New Uta 

0 Infantry, Gun Crews 5.8 19.2 75.1 

1   Electronic Equipment 
Repairman 5.9 16.0 78.1 

2 Communications and 
8.4 87.6 

Intelligence Specialist 4.0 

3 Medical and Dental 
Specialist 1.3 12.7 88.0 

4 Other Technical and 
9.4 79 6 

Allied Specialist 11.0 
5 Administrative Specialist 

and Clerk 2.3 QJ 87.9 

6 Electrical/Mechanical 
Equipment Repairman 

7 Craftsman 
8 Service and Supply Handl» 

4.6 
2.2 

irs         6.1 

13.0 
11.4 
13J 
20.0 

82.3 
86.3 
80.0 
70.3 

Unidentified Codes and Blan ks          9.7 

'See th« Depertment of Defenae OccupoUonol Convnion Tebk. March 1971. 
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Daily uw of ntrcotic dru^ waa most frequently reported by men in DoD skill group 
4, other technical and allied ipecialisti (11.0%). The lowest daily rate wai reported by 
men in DoD skill group 3, medical and dental specialisU (1.3%). Daily uiage wai alao 
high among men who did not indicate their current PMOS. 

Current enlittment status was repretented as follows: (■) draftee, (b) reservist, 
(c) regular, first enlistment, and (d) regular, second or later enlistment, that is. careerista. 
The relationship between current enlistment status and the average use of narcotic drugs 
was investipited for the Army sample. Finding appear in Table 32. 

Tabla32 

Avcrafs Rate of UM of Narootkt, 
by Currant Enltttmant Statin: Army 

(Projictwd Ptntntagtl 

Enlulfiwnl Statut EtMry Day La« Ota« 
Than Oa.lv 

Ofaftaa (DM Not Enlnt) 6.7 168 77.6 
Rasarvift 23.1 21.7 662 
Regular (First Enlistment) 6.4 17^ 77.2 
Ragular (Second or Latar 

Enlntmant) 2J 81 894 

There was an appreciable relationship between current enlistment status and the 
average use of narcotic drup. The HIR! st daily rate of narcotics use (23% daily use) was 
reported by Reservista, a very small percentage of the Army sample. Draftees were no 
.nore likely to report the daily use of narcotk drugi than were Regular Army men in 
their first term of enlistment (about 6%). The lowest rate of daily use of narcotics was 
reported by careerists in this Army sample (under 3%). 

The relationship of narcotics use to the extent of remaining obligated service was 
studied. Each respondent was first asked if he planned to remain in th ■ service when hit 
present term of enlistment expired. The term of remaining obligated service was deter- 
mined for those personnel who responded that they would not reenlist. The relationship 
of term of remaining obligated service to the average use of narcotic drupi is given in 
Table 33. 

Tsbla33 

Aaarags Rat* of 14a of Narcotic«. 
by Ramaimna Oblifatad Sarvioa: 

Army Parionnal Not Planning to Raaniitt 
(ProiffcXid Percentage! 

Rtmaming Obllgaiad Sarrici E«aryOay LtMOhan 
ThanOaMy NanarUM 

1 • 6 Monttii 7.7 21J 70.4 
7   12 Months 4.9 IM 792 
13 ■ 24 Months 3.9 142 81.9 
26-36Months 6.1 16.6 79.4 
37 or Mora Months 9.7 16.3 76 0 
Indefinite 1.7 92 89.1 



Therv is a MbttanUai. but compt«x. ivbttonshtp brtw«t>n the awrafe UM- of narcotk 
(Iruip and the extent of remalnlnf obligated Army tervke; man with more than three 
yean to fo or with tlx monttu or le« of remaining tervu-e were more likely to report the 
use of narcotic« daily or •ever»! Ume« a week than men with between 7 and 36 months 
of remaining ■ervlca. 

The relationship of average uae of narcotics to the anUrtpated civilian (post-Service) 
location wai explored, for men about to leave the Service. Each respondent was asked to 
Indicate where ha planned to ihre after leaving the Sarvkc. Ra^Mnaaa to this question 
were related to responses to the question of the sverege uae of narcotic drup. for only 
those Army enlisted men who indicated that they would not reenlist at the conclusion of 
their current term of enlistment. Results are gKwn in Tkble 34. 

UMaM 

Awrage Rsts of Use of Naraotta Onigi. by 
Espsctsd Location AHsr tsrvtos: Stwrt-TsnMn Only 

g«arvOsv ThsnOsHy 

NawErqteid MJ 422 433 

North Allsntic «J 42.4 41J 

MNMI« Atlsnnc M 414 62.6 

Soutft Allsntic WJ 30g 60.6 

South MJ 18.4 67.7 

Soulh«w«tl 11.7 24.7 63 5 

Grast Lakai 11.7 302 68.1 

Great Plsim MJ 289 608 

Mountsin 17* 389 43.6 

Pscific MJ 47.1 338 

All Other Locstiom 13.1 386 483 

Don't Know 24.7 Mi) 263 

*R«9K>nai dHMUiont 9.»^ M Tablt 24 

There was a complex relationship between the average use of narcotics and expected 
poat-Service location. In terms of the continental United Stetes, the highfst daily use of 
narcoUcs ww reported by men who expect to Uve in the Pacific region. The lowest rate 
of (tally uae of narcotic drup was reported by men who expect to live in the Middle 
Atlantic region. In terms of projected numbers, more dally narcoUcs users expect to live 
in the Pacific Stetes. foUowed by the North Atlantic, and Great Lakes regions. Daily 
usage rates were also high among men who did not know where they would live after 
leaving the Service. 

In summary, the higher daily uaeri of narcotics drup among Army personnel 
poaseased the following interrelated demographic correlates: (a) age (17-18 yean), 
ib) marital status (single), and (c) total time in Service (3 months or less). It will be 
recalled that rank, another age-related variable, was earlier shown to be related to daily 
narcotics uae. Other demographic vansblrs rplsled to Ihr criterion were (a) enlistment 
status (reservist), (b) race (non-white), and (c) education (either uneducated or very 
highly educated). Recent duty overseas, and possession of DoD group 4 skills also waa 
related to daily narcotics use m this Army population. High mobility (one month or less 



at current duty tUUon) and a New Kngland homr of ongin aUo appeared related to the 
rtpirted daily uae of narcotici drup. 

The following tection on ortgini of drug uar reflect! the relaüonihip between civilian 
(pre-Servtce) drug ute and re<-ent ute in the Armed Force». 

ORIGINS OF DRUG USE 

The turvpy explored televted circunutancef involving the initial uae of drugs. Each 
respondent was asked at what ag» he first used illegal drug». He was also asked to note 
the first type of illegal drug uwd. Responses to these two items were rrosa tabulated. 
Table 35 provided results of this analysts. PerrfntagM are based upon type of drug first 
reported used, at each age group. The base consists of drug users only, selected from the 
total DoD sample. 

TsbtoSB 

FIMI Drug LHcd at Each A«t Group 

AM Sanrtoat-Man Who HSM E ».r Uiad Dnifi 

Af* Group IVMMI 

Owg 

IToryountar li-19 30  31 33   33 MoroMM 

Marijuana ma 792 83 7 60.6 70.0 
Piychsdtha 12.9 :o? 80 10.1 14.2 
Slimulanti 120 88 6.8 4J 9.6 
Daprenants 3.6 1« 0.6 2.3 44 
Narootia u 03 09 2.1 U 

Marijuana is the illegal drug used first, regardless of age of initial drug use. Among 
drug users, 69% of the men who first used drup at age 17 reported the drug used First 
was marijuana. The tame Finding» appear for men who were 24 yean or older when they 
First used a drug. Particularly high rates of marijuana use were reported by men who First 
used an illepl drug between the ages of 18 to 23. 

Respondents were also asked to specify one reason for First use of a drug. A series 
of structured alternatives were presented for their consideration. Responses to this item 
were listed by the category of drug first used, generating a distribution of reasons for 
first use. Remits, for sdmitted drug users only, appear in Table 36. The most frequent 
reason cited for first use of marijuana was curiosity (66.1%). Men who First used heroin 
also pve curiosity most frequently (22.0%). but 32.29 of heroin users left this item 
blank. Small percentages of respondents claimed to have been "talked into" the use of 
drup. although friends' uae of drup was cited as a major reason by approximately 10% 
to 13%. 

Each of the respondents was naked to mdicste the extent of marijuana use prior to 
entering the Service. The response to this item was then related to the reported 
frequency of use of marijuana in the last 12 months. Results are given in Table 37. In 
total. 21.2% of the sample reported the use of marijuana at some time prior to entry into 
the Service. This compares with a recent usap rate while in Service of 29.9% overall. 

Most men who reported no use of marijuana prior to Service also reported no 
in-Service use of the drug (84.6%). Conversely, a substantial percentap of men who 



Tri>lt38 

RMMNM For Ftfii Dmt Uw: 
ANSfvtett Mm Who Haw Ewr Uwd Druti 

IPm/mrtml f^frctntagt) 

UN»» MtriiiWM S..mul^t, O^M»^ Narcooct 

FnandtUwd 
Tli#fn 10.9 11.4 •J t2J 10.0 

CurkNily ae.i 60.0 3S.7 443 23.0 
Ptr»on«l ProbUmi )             38 10.7 •JO 10.4 10.8 

Boradom 3* u t» 91 7.4 

IW«TallMd 
Into ll 31 3.7 32 4J 1J 

ComtMlStra« 21 IJ SJ 3J 6.0 

SomcOthtr 
Rtawn 10.0 10.7 23.0 ISJS 11J 

Not Applcabia 
Do Noi Uw Thai« 
Drug^Blankt 1J 4.0 7.4 30 32.2 

TMtS7 

Uw o( MW^WMM in ttM LMt 12 Montht. by 
UM B^ofi En«tfing S«f».c.  All S«r*k« 

H'ro/ectoi Penentagtl 

RMVMUM 
On« or 

^ ■    T     | ■    M , 

Uiad il Sonwiun« 
Not Fraquantly 

UMdOiK« 
Fr^uantty 

YM 

No 

16.4 

84 6 

72.6 
27i 

904 
96 

94 6 
6.4 

reported only carnal uw of marijuana before entering the Service reported uw in the last 
12 monthi (72.6%). Of men reporting frequent pre-Service use of marijuana, only 6% 
reported no uae of the drug in the past 12 month*. 

ReopondenU were also acked «bout hrequency of me of heroin prior to entering the 
Service. Recpoiuet to thto item were related to the reported frequency of uw of any type 
of narcotic drup in the last year. Retulu are thown for the total DoD wmpk in Table 
38. Overall, approvimately 6% of the wmple reported the uw of heroin before entering 
the Service. Thto compare« with a projected recent uw«i rate while in Service for any 
type of narcotic drug of 11.7%. 

There was a substantial relationship between the uw of heroin before the Service 
and uw of narcotic drup in the last 12 months, presumably after entering the Servke. 
Over 91% of the men who had not u«ed heroin before Service also had not used narcotic 
drup in the last 12 months. However, the majority of men (over 70%) who reported uw 
of heroin before Service also reported uw of some type of narcotic drup in the last year. 



T-^wM 

UM of Heroin in th« Lau 12 Montht, by Uw B«for« 

Entering Sonric«: All S«r»ic« 
(Protected PmtmUfl 

RM«nt UM NO UM 
One« o« 

f l     T     mm BWVrW  I NIKM 

UMdnSofntttmtt 
Not FrwqutniW FrvQuvntly 

YM 

No 

8.5 

91.6 

73.9 

26.1 

758 

247 

749 

26.1 

DRUG ACQUISITION/SOURCES OF SUPPLY 

The tnalytu of paired curvey items provide« insighU into druf delivery gyitem», that 
u. iourcei of drug availability and methods of drug acquisition. For example, each person 
who reported the use of a narcotic drug was asked to indicate the following two 
circumstances of his fast drug use: 

(1) The manner of drug acquisition. 
(2) The source of the drug. 

The questions were applied to the last use of six types of narcotic drugs: heroin, opium, 
methsidone, codeine, morphine, and other narcotic drufli.1 

For this report, in analysis was made of the details of narcotic acquisition among 
Army enlisted personnel stationed in Vietnam. Table 39 indicates the percentage report- 
ing last uae of each particular drug. Because the number of cases, after being weighted, 
was small for drugs other than heroin and opium, only heroin and opium were analyzed 
to determine the details of drug acquisition. Responses to the two drug acquisition items 

tabulated.1 

Tabl«39 

Last Narcotic Drug Utad: 
Anwy-Viatnaii» 

Typ, olO.ua PfOfvcwd Pitcsw 

Htroin WJ 
Opium 4.7 
Mathadona 14 

Codoina 09 
Morphina 0.6 
Olt>cr Narcotic Drug» 1.2 
No Uta 758 

'Arwlofout   p«ir»d   questioiw   w»r»   uked   for   »ach   drug  in  UM  rvmalnlng  four caUgortts of 

non-opiate liruf« 
'OaU ha»» baw» adited lo <M«U bUnka and rMponaa inconaiatanciaa. that la. man who claimad 

Ibay last uaad haroin, but In aubaaquant quaationa about acquiaition than daniad a«ar uaing tha drug, or 

laft aithar of tha quaationa blank 

I 



Heroin Acquisition 

v-»Jlble,|40
1
COnUin, deUi,, of ****** of heroin e.nong Army enlisted men in 

üü !Jir0,n WU m08t freqUent|y "P0^ to have been purchased SJwwhThS 
«qu.^. The most frequent source of heroin ww a fellow serviced 49 8^ Amln^ 
men who Ust purch«ed the drug, the greatest number (47.2%7S" Ural* tlZn 
naUon^. the second most frequent source was a fellow serviceman (35») ^ 

Tst>l«40 

Msfote Acquisition: Army-Vi.tr«m. UM,. Only 

(Pro/ected Percenuge) 

touio» 
Mwmw of Acqun.l.on 

FrM ■auKN Oltar 
Totti 

U.S. Ovilim 
Foreign Nationsl 
Ktadic 
Sarviotmsn 

12.2 
7.7 

io.; 
694 

10.6 
47.2 

2.7 
396 

4.5 
20.6 
27.1 
47.9 

108 
33.1 
6.3 

49.8 

69 4*I^.Ti.th'rd 0f ^ ^ r!POrt*d ** obtainin8 heroin '"*   Among these men ö».4» give ■ fellow serviceman as the source. 

Opium Acquisition 

Details of the reported last acquisition of opium by Army users in Vietnam are 
g.ven m Table 41. Opium ww frequently reported obtain* free^gB?). FeUo^rvi^ 
man w» the jource most frequenüy cited by men who last obtained opium Ce^ 

Opium Acquhition: Army-ViMnam. Usm Only 
(Protected Percenfge) 

Sou'C# 
Mw<*i ol AcquiMtlon 

Total 
ftm Bought Oltar 

U.S Gvilian 13.3 8.1 12.0 11.0 
Foreigner 13.6 61.6 36.3 359 
Mtdic 34 70 9.3 5.5 
Strviotmsn 695 23.3 42.4 47.6 

inv Jl ,Um,rry' «««oUc drug acquisition by Army enlisted men in Vietnam typically 
involve, purchase of the drug. The major sources appear to be foreign naUonauInd 
«•mcemen. The foreign national tends to be a «Her of the drugs, whifthe ^ice^n 

Tftcuon0^ ^e dT iT T ^of cfurge For h"o'n ^ «ÄTSS to function both as a seller and as a free source of the drug. FH"«> 



RECOGNITION OF DRUG USE AND AVAILABILITY 

A critical question in drug control is the extent to which drug «-J^^J 
This quesUon assumes particular relevance for personnel in supervisory pos.Uons NCOs 
Ld oTher sL£ enüst^Tpersonnel). To control drug abuse, such personnel must be 
aware of the availability of drugs at their installation. , 

An Utimr- of iug availability was obtained by asking respondent* whether each 
«IM» SdSp was for sale where they were stationed. Responses to these «terns were 
^TSMSIVM an index of the recent ^^J^^^^6 " 
rfifferentiation based on rank. Controls were imposed further by Service 'ocation. 
'^tSStSS dealing with the availability of narcotic *S «^^1^ 
reoort Analyses are presented for Army personnel in Vietnam and for Army «*presento 
tiv^ in CONUS. Tables 42 and 43 show the results for Army:Vietnam and Army. 

C0N pLin«. on the awarenm of narcotic drug avaUability among Army enlisted men in 
Vietn^rrve^S^a Overall, almlt 56% of the Army. Vietnam sample 
reported the availability of narcotic drugs. 

Table 42 

Knowtedga of Narcotic Dni9 AvailabHIty Among 
Racant Uw« «nd HonVmt of Narcotiet: Army-Vlatnain 

(Projected Percentaget 

Awailabilitv 

El-5 E6-9 

LHen Non-UMn Uien Non-Uiwt 

Available* 
Not Available 
Don't Know 

84.6 
4.6 

10.8 

43.3 
7.3 

49.4 

81.1 
6.3 

12.6 

48.9 
2.4 

i     48.7 

•Rwponai indicting drug «v^ilebilitv on bMe, on «hip, in to*n 

onlv, and both on tew and in town. 

There was a «.tauntial rel.Uon.hip between narcotic dnn mage and the «wareneK 
o, nSc^u. a^hilit, „nong Arn* -.i.te- pe^nne, in V.e^ Men »h, 

pay grade. 

Narcotic Drug Availability in CONUS 
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Table 43 

Knowledge of Narcotic Drug Availability Among 
Recent. Uten and NonUter« of Narcotics: Army-CONUS 

(Projected Percentage) 

Drug 
Availability 

El-6 E6-9 

Users Non-Users Users Non-Users 

Available" 
Not Available 
Don't Know 

81.0          35.0 
4.0       ,    6.0 

15.0,          59.0 

75.1 
7.4 

17.5 

29.5 
3.7 

66.8 

•Drug availability was defined by combining responses indicating 

drug availability on base, on ship, in town, or both on base and in town. 

76 5%; Marine Corps:CONUS. 69.9%; and'Air ForcetCONUS   77.4%   Among narcotic 
users then there was high agreement regarding the availability of narcotic drugs. 

PerhL equally interestTn» was the finding for senior NCOs, that is. men in the E6-9 
nay Ses who are predominately non-users of narcotic drugs. Men in this supervisory 
Ertufwi generally not aware of the availability of narcotic drugs in their area. 
Aw^enlss a^ng members of this E6-9 non-user group of narcotic drug availabd.ty 
«Zdfrom a low of 12.7% known availability (Air Force) to a high of only 29.5% 
Kn lability (Army). Very few members of the E6-9 ^^.-^^^ 
that narcotic drugs were not available.1 Responses indicated that the question was 
interpreted as simply one of awareness of the availability of the drug. 

Comparison Of Drug Use and Observation 

Further information on the recognition of drug use was obtained from two addi- 
üonalitems which sought to determine whether the respondent had ever seen anyone use 
mniruana or anv drugs other than marijuana while on duty. 

'JnTabe 44 Te percent in each Service who had ever used marijuana on duty was 
comnLd to the percent who ever saw it used on duty. For each Service, the extent of 
eS u^of m^uana on duty was much less than the reported rate of observation of 

usSe onTuty   The larges" discrepancy was noted for the Army where 45.4% reported 
ötefrving the use of the drug on duty, but only 16.1% reported using marijuana on duty. 

, i   Table 44 

Use of Marijuana on Duty Compared to 
Observed Use of Marijuana on Duty, by Service: 

All Services 
^ i       i (Projected Percentage) i 

Service Ever Used Seen Used 

Army 16.1 45.4 

Navy 6.6 20,3 

Marine Corps 13.0 38.6 

Air Force 3.1 12.3 

'The higher rate 9f unavailability of narcotic drugs was reported by recent narcotic user, in the 
Navy: CONUS. About 9% of these men claimed the drugs were not available. 



An „„„sous comp^ ™ "^ to a. «» of a^ ^«^Ä 
(Table 45). For -* ^'*'riS ^ --" for the^ny; 37.1% 
Ä "o^rrbuTorVetToTca^use o„ «oty  of dn.^ of,» than 
marijuana. 

Table 45 

Use of Drugi Other Than Marijuana on Dur, 
Compared to Observed Use on Duty, by Service: 

All Services 
(Projected Percentage} 

Service Ever Uied       I        Seen Used 

Army 
Navy 
Marine Corps 
Air Force 

11.6 37.1 
5.2 15.0 

12.1 31.8 
2.6 8.5 

The discrepancy between the ^g*™™^^^^ZTM 
noteworthy. The high rate of obaer^ton of drug UK «JW ^ ible ^ the 

rÄ^rir-^e^^by^dr not 'wiabing to adnit «* 
behavior 

SELECTED JOB PERFORMANCE TOPICS AND 
OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

S^ iten.» were used to in^te ^Ution^hip of drug u. ^d muiUn, Job 

perfotnuu.ce. In one analyis the extent ^ Irf^.^.Snt. Each reapond- 
SLssed ^nat the cumnt miht^ ^"^'^^ ^«onal skffla ^oup. 
SÄTÄ Ä2 ™ - cÄÄ responaea to the iten, on 
the UK of marijuana on «y. to^ts «ppe" jn T^le 46 ^ 

In the total «mP^ */™hto bete^ SiroTS the phenomenon of ever 
Oramll. there wa. a «''^ .^t'<>^1^ m,. rf S-iob UK of mariju»» (17.5%) 
baring used "«"l""1» °° du'*u™(f Ä "T^n posseting combat arms skills. The 
SÄT* W l^^CrÄ grou^. that is, by men who possessed 

SL^ —ic.tioS.nd ■f'f'r ••^rrCcm. * *** 0*°** 
,08;ght r X^m ^ «po^fHSK ™Ä - to Whether . man the .»ds« of «"Other .tern. The respona P ^ Be.ponse. 

ruT^rr ^Är^rJ - of m^uana on the pb. 
toulb. jre shown for the ™>**£$ *$* Zi one could rely on a mariju^. 

?"? "Jteh   14%) iLtoÄenS in .ttitude were observed » .function 

SSr^fU r1Uh.Tnrus^U^uronddutyP,8%,. How.er, .most b-f 
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Table 46 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Use of Marijuana on Duty at Some Time, by Department of 
Defense One-Digit Occupational Area Codes: All Services 

(Projected Percentage) 

Job Code 

Infantry, Gun Crews 

Electronic Equipment Repairman 
Communications and Intelligence Specialist 
Medical and Dental Specialist 
Other Technical and Allied Specialist 
Administrative Specialist and Clerk 

6 Electrical/Mechanical Equipment Repairman 
7 Craftsman 
8 Service and Supply Handlers 
Unidentified Codes and Blanks 
Navy 000 

'Jsers Non-Users 

17.5 82.5 
7.4 92.6 
4.8 95.2 
6.9 93.1 
8.4 91.6 

10.3 89.7 
9.1 90.9 

10.5 89.5 
9.9 90.1 
9.6 90.4 
7.5 92.5 

Table 47 

Opinion on Job Reliability of Marijuana Users Among 
Users and Non-Users of Marijuana:   All Services 

(Projected Percentage) 

Can You Rely on a 

Marijuana User? Users 

No 
Don't Know 

Non-Users Total 

61.8 
13.9 
24.3 

8.3 
41.8 
49.9 

13.6 
39.0 
47.4 

u^oToTe^ToCo^y^ did ^ ^ ^^ ™*^ ™* -Id ^ relied 

Respo'nis Z M i^Tcr^Z^Z^V* "^ hiS job Perf— 
The 13% of Army perso^el X admiUeHT the

f reported rate of ™ of narcotics, 
analysis to determinT XZrteoueT™ ^1? T^ ^ may be used for 

reports of performance deterioS "n le JobTesu^ ^^ f^ t0 Subjective 

was a negligible relationship betweTthe frplin/ I    ** ShoWn ln Table 48- The» 
drug use affected job ÄrmwT MwtÄl^ T*??? ^ the admission that 

^^^j^ZSziB^^P-drug use- 
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Table 48 

Opinion on Effect of Drug Us« on Job Performance in Relation to 
Frequency of Drug Uie:  Army, Narcotic Drug Users Only 

(Projected Percentage) 

Schedule of Ute 
Effects 

Good Bad None 

Daily 33.3 24.4 42.3 
Several Times a Week 30.2 17.6 52.2 
Weekly 21.7 20.4 57.9 
Monthly 28.4 18.3 53.4 
Less Often 18.4 13.0 68.7 

Total 27.2 19.1 53.7 

average use of each category of drugs to determine whether more frequent users of drugs 
were prone to encounter punitive actions. Responses were tabulated separately by 
Service. For this report, admitting to getting into any trouble as a result of drugs 
constituted the basic element of information. Results are presented for Army enlisted 
personnel in Table 49. 

Table 49 

Trouble in Service in Relation to Frequency 
of Narcotics Use: Army 
(Projected Percentage) 

Trouble in Service 
Frequency of Drug Use 

Yes No 

Deily 44.1 55.9 
Several Times a Week 39.7 60.3 
Weekly 40.9 59.1 
Monthly 21.7 78.3 
Less Often 18.2 81.8 

In total, approximately 9% of the Army respondents admitted to having gotten into 
some type of trouble because of possession, sale, or use of some type of drug. There was 
a positive relationship between getting into trouble and the more frequent use of narcotic 
drugs. Men who reported daily or even weekly use of narcotics were more likely to 
report having encountered punitive trouble because of drugs than were casual users or 
non-users. The rates of getting into trouble varied from approximately 40% for frequent 
drug users to only 18% for men who use the drug less often than monthly. 

An estimate of the cost of drug use was derived from a report of the amount of 
money spent on illegal drugs. Respondents were asked how much they had spent on 
illegal drugs in the past week. Answers to this item were cross-tabulated against the 
average use of each category of drugs. Responses were further analyzed by major 
geographical location categories, to control for differential drug availability/cost. Table 50 
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shows a distribution of weekly drug costs for admitted narcotics users in the Pacific* 
Note that results are based on all Services combined. Most men in Southeast Asia report 
no weekly expenditures for illegal drugs (83%). Howev ^ere is a positive relationship 
betw^n the amount spent for illegal drugs and the repi t a frequency of use of narcotic 
drugs. Of admitted daily users, more than 32% spent $25 or more for illegal drugs in the 
preceding week; more than 10% spent over $100. Of men who reported the use of 
narcotics several times a week, about 22% report spending in excess of $25 per week. For 
weekly users, only 9% report expenditures exceeding $25 in the preceding week. 

Table 50 

Weekly Expenditures for Drugs in Relation to 
Average Rate of UM: All Servicet-Pacif ic 

(Projected Percentage) 

Several 
Expenditure Daily Time« 

A Week 
Weekly Monthly ten Often 

Zero 29.1 33.3 34.0 46.5 42.7 

Under $1 12.1 10.9 22.3 17.7 22.0 

$1-$5 10.5 16.4 17.3 15.0 14.2 

$6  $10 5.8 8.2 12.7 4.4 7.4 

$11   $25 9.9 9.1 4.4 11.0 9.3 

$26 - $50 13.3 10.7 2.5 4.1 2.6 

$51   $100 9.1 8.5 0.6 0.0 1.4 

Over $101 10.2 2.9 6.3 1.2 0.6 

In summary, while the reported use of marijuana on duty at some time is evident in 
each occupational skill category, this behavior was most noted for men in combat arms 
and may have combat effectiveness implications. In the total DoD sample, users of 
marijuana believe that a marijuana user can be relied upon to perform his job, while 
non-users tend to disagree with this statement—or don't know. 

The frequent use of narcotic drugs is positively related to getting into trouble in 
Service for drug use among Army servicemen, although daily users of the drugs report 
that it either has a deleterious effect on their job performance, or that use of the drug 
improves job performance. Finally, the frequent use of narcotic drugs is reportedly 
expensive, even among men based in the Pacific where the drugs are relativ ly 
inexpensive. 

DRUG TREATMENT AND REHABILITATION 

Another major objective of the survey was to provide information on nonpunitive 
administrative actions that might be used to reduce the drug problem. For this reason, a 
composite item was generated to identify respondents who both used drugs recently and 
admitted to a need for help with a drug problem. A special index was created to include 
this important group of men, plus all other recent drug users. Thus, every man in the 
survey was classified into one of three categories. 

'The Pacific area includes the sampling locations of South Vietnam, Taiwan, Thailand, Okinawa, 
Japan, Korea, and the Phillippines. Also included is Hawaii. 
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INDEX OF DRUG USE AND TREATMENT 

Group Designation Selection Criteria 

Non-user Never used any drug, or used drugs 
(NON-USER) more than 12 months ago 

Recent User/No Help Used one or more drugs in the past 
Wanted year, but does not feel he needs 
(USE/OK) help 

Recent User/Help Used one or more drugs in the past 
Wanted year and needs help with a drug 
(USE/HELP) problem 

This classification was used in the evaluation of selected nonpunitive administration 
actions of potential applicability to control of the drug abuse problem. Before examina- 
tion of these findings, it is instructive to review the estimated numbers of enlisted 
personnel who both admit to recent drug use and state that they need help with a drug 
problem. Results appear in Table 51. 

Table 51 

Pinonml Admitting to a Naad for Halp 
With a Drug Problem: All Sirvicas 

(Projected Percentages) 

Service Men Uiing Drugs and 
Admitting to a Need For Help 

Army 3.0 

Navy 0.8 

Marine Corp. 2.7 

Air Force 0.4 

In general, persons admitting to the need for help with a drug problem constituted a 
small subset of all recent drug users, and of the total enlisted population. However, the 
rate varied from less than 1% in the Navy and Air Force to approximately 3% in the 
Army and Marine Corps. Because of the substantial estimated number of men needing 
help in the Army (approximately 25,000), this Service was selected for the following 
analyses. 

Drug Education Effectiveness 

Drug education programs were evaluated by relating exposure to the programs to the 
composite index of drug use .ind the willingness to admit to needing help with a drug 
problem. 

Each respondent was asked i provide a subjective assessment of the amount of drug 
education he had received from .he Service. Specifically, he was asked to indicate how 
much his Service had told him about drug use. Responses were cross-tabulated against the 
index of drug use/need for treatment. Results for Army enlisted men appear in Table 52. 
Men who reported the use of drugs were less likely to report having received drug 
education than were men who did not report recent use of drugs. 
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Table 52 

Drug UM and NMd for Hdp, in R.r.t.oo to Amoont of 
Drug Education RacaivMl: Army 

(Projtcfd Percentage) 

Amount of Drug 
Education 

A Great Deal 
Quite a Bit 
Some 
A Little Bit 

Uw/Htlp Uw/OK NonUiar 

37.6 
98 

26.1 
16.4 
11.2 

26.8 36.7 
17.8 21.7 
26.9 24.4 
18.7 11.9 
9.7 5.3 

Each respondent was also asked to indicate when his ^rvi.-* r;,-. *~IA U 
dn.geffecu. Responses to this item were reiated Jt ^ZV^L^ZtC 
Results for Army enlisted men are given in Table 53. There was HMISI        MSI 

So MTV**Z^ 0f ^ *»* education «- the TexTf ^use/n^d Jo; 
help. Men who used drugs recently and admit to a need for help ap^ to hav^ hi" 
jamed about drugs at about the same time in their career as men Xrep^rt no! us^ 
drugs^ However, drug users who claim to need help were more h Jly to mluiiTa? 
they had never received drug education. maintain that 

Table 53 

Drug Uta and Need for Help, in Relation to 
Schedule of First Drug Education: Army 

(Projecttd Percentage) 

Schedule 

Basic Training 
Advanced Training 
At Fir$t Duty Station 
At a Later Duty Station 
Never 

U»e/HelD 

37.2 
10.8 
21.1 
12.3 
18.6 

u«a/or: 

48.7 
8.5 

28.2 
6.0 
8.6 

Non-Uwr 

41.5 
4.7 

28.1 
20.4 
5.3 

been^d^bles1 ^^^^7^ utÄtHl" S StJS f 
media of dnig education employed. Results fo'r tmyTnhstod men^^ent 52^ 

IT*?/ ^^ TE^ differentia, ex^n to «SE of ZgTdurtton inllrvle than did drug users. Drug users who did admit to a need for helo with a dmi nroM 
more frequently cited movies as the media by which ^ JdEJ^ISt^ 
However   again the drug user who admitted to needing WPWIäT«S. iSL?^ 
more likely to claim that he had never received drug education * P        "^ ^ 

«me d^g „„„ wh„ „eed help to .tole .he. they did „"oi JeTl^dru^Äo" 



TabttM 

Drug UM and Nacd for Help, in R«Uiion to 
Madia of Drug Education  Army 

(Proitctrd Pfctntagei 

\ 

m* UH/Halp UM/OK Nor-Utar 

Movia 24.1 17.6 11.6 
Lactura 198 22.8 10.5 
Pamphlet 6.3 5.2 3.6 
Othar 3.4 5.2 3.0 
Never Told 18.6 8.0 5.2 
Combined Wayt 258 41.3 56.2 

Preferred Drug Counselor 

Access to a preferred type of counselor/confidant may be an important element ir a 
program of drug treatment and control. Ka h respondent was asked with whom he woild 
most prefer to discuss a drug problem. Table 55 shows responses to this item related to 
the index of drug use/need for help for men in the Army, the Service with the highest 
rate of recent users of each category of drup. There was an interesting relationship 
between the recent use of dru^t and the selection of a preferred confidant with which to 
discuss a hypothetical drug problem. Non-users of drugs either had no opinion, or 
selected a chaplain or a military physician as preferred confidant. In contrast, men who 
used drugs and admitted to a need for help with a drug problem most often cited a 
civilian physician or civilian friend as the preferred counselors. Recent drug users who did 
not consider their use of drugs to be a problem also preferred a civilian doctor or friend 

Table 55 

Drug UM and Naad for Halp. in Relation to Type of 
fenon Prafarrad for Halp With a Drug ProWam: Army 

(Protected Percentage) 

Prafar Uw/Halp UW/OK Non-Utar 

Civilian Doctor 23.5 16.5 10.8 
Minuter 7.5 6.6 4.8 

Friend 23.0 14.0 4.3 

Family 8.6 10.7 6.9 

Military Doctor 3.8 8.3 16.2 
Medical Corptman 4.5 2.4 1.3 
Chaplain 6.8 12.1 18.4 

Enlistad Man 6.3 5.6 2.8 
Junior Officer 1.2 1.3 1.4 
Commanding Officer 1.0 4.0 0.2 

Social Worker 1.8 1.9 2.6 

Othar 4.2 3.6 1.7 

NoOna 1.3 2.0 0.7 

Don't Know 5.5 11.0 19.8 
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M confidant, or pn-fprrpd a chaplain, or had no opinion. Perhaps the most important 
finding is the fact that the majority of drug user« who net-d help do not prefer a military 
counselor. 

Perceived Attitude of Supervisor 

Another item of potential drug treaunent relevance may be the perceived attitude 
toward drugi held by the respondent's immediate supervisor. Table 56 presents mponaes 
to this item tabulated against the index of drug use/need for help. Responses are shown 
for the Army, the Service with the highest percent of recent users of each category of 
drup. 

Table 56 

Psrertvsd Atiitudt of Supumior Toward Drugi 
in Rtlation to Drug UM and Naad for Help: Army 

(Pro/ectrd Percvntage) 

Attiludi UM/H«P UM/OK Nu., u». 

Against all Drugs 36.1 390 582 
Against Hard Drugs. 

Neutral on Marijuana 17.1 17.6 4.7 
Don't Know 46.8 43.5 37.0 

This table shows that there is a positive relationship between admitted drug use and 
a perceived liberal attitude of the immediate supervisor toward drugs. Among non-users 
of drugs, 68.2% thought their supervisor was against the use of all drugs. Among 
admitted drug users, approximately 36% to 39% thought their supervisor was against all 
drugs, whereas 17% thought that their supervisor was against hard drugs, but neutral 
about the use of marijuana. However, there was no apparent relationship between the 
respondent's recognized need for help with a drug problem and the perceived attitude of 
the supervisor. 

Willingness to Volunteer for Treatment 

The willingness of the respondent to volunteer for drug treatment in the military is 
a vital factor in the success of rehabilitation efforts in the Armed Forces. An item was 
included to determine whether men having a drug problem, would volunteer for drug 
treatment. Responses were divided into positive or negative replies and cross-tabulated 
against the index of drug use and admitted need for treatment. Analyses were separately 
performed and reported for each Service. 

The relationship between drug use/need fo» help and the willingness to volunteer for 
drug treatment, given a drug problem, is shown in Table 57 for the four Armed Services. 
There was a negligible relationship between drug use/need for help and the willingness to 
volunteer for drug treatment among Army and Navy personnel. In general, men who 
admitted to the use of drugs were slightly less willing to volunteer for treatment than 
men who did not report the use of drugs. 

An important variation on the previous analysis was conducted for the more specific 
topic of narcotic drug usage and rehabilitation. An item on willingness to volunteer for 
treatment with a heroin problem was used. Response options included VA and civilian 
programs as well as military programs for heroin treatment. Responses to the item were 
cross-tabulated against the admitted recent usage of narcotics. Results were tabulated for 



Tabl«57 

Willing to VoluntMr for Dm« TrMtmant. in Ration to 
Drug UM and Nwd for Htfp: AH Sarvic« 

(Pro/ected Percentage) 

1 Ul./M,l,, Uw/OK NontH.r 

Army 

Navy 

Air Force 

Marina Corps 

783 72.9 80.2 
73.9 70.0 82.8 
44.8 73.2 84 8 
56.3 691 79.4 

e«ch Service, and are summarized in Table 58. Frequency of drug use, an assumed 
indication of a drug problem, does not appear to be positively related to willingness to 
volunteer for either civilian. VA. or military drug treatment. Indeed, among some Service 
enlisted populations the relationbhip appears inverse. Air Force and Navy men who admit 
to daily narcotics use are less willing to volunteer for heroin treatment than peers who 
use the drugs les~ frequently. 

Table 58 

Parcant Willing to Volunteer for Heroin Treatment, in Relation to 
Avaraga Rate of Narcotics Uie: All Service» 

(Projected Percent^e) 

Service 

Drug UM 

Daily UM Lett Often 
Than Daily Never UM 

Army 

Navy 

Air Force 

Marina Corps 

74.0 69.7 74.1 
49.5 63.9 66.8 
50.0 62.5 68.0 
62.9 61.2 69.0 

The inverse relationship between drug use and the willingness to volunteer for 
military treatment in general was previously noted where personnel who both admit to 
drug use and to the need for help with their drug problem were found to be less willing 
to volunteer for military drug treatment than were non-users of drugs. 

DRUG/ALCOHOL COMPARISONS 

Six survey items were concerned with the use of alcohol and efforts to prevent and 
treat excessive drinking. Several of these were similar in format to items on drug control 
and drug use already described. This similarity permits important comparisons to be made 
for common drug and alcohol topics, such as treatment and education for alcohol 
and drugs. 
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Weekly Expenditures 

for A ^ff^^^s^ss^^ü^ r izt -^in T-b,e M 

for ricohol or hwr as compared to Toendm» for .^ rep0rted we«Wy «penditure. 
88% of the total »ample ^^no wetwv^ll/'^ ^ S ^ •ub«t«ntial. Wh.le 
»pending no mmSV S^JJ^S^LTf^^r^10^ ***. <*tr 19% *** 
sample reported TZXJ^g^,^,,,^1: «»cohottc bmwgw. Thus, most of the 

of preci^doUar ^ZZe^U ^^T^J^Tl SLÄ* drU8' '" ,ieu 

suggestive. Nonethele«. these data ndk-Tu thätih. .nT / ^nd'tures are at best 
alcohol consumed in a w«ck is b^tw^n one ,nH . ■PProx,m'«.«f modal expenditure for 
for illegal druff in the pretu? ^IZ.™^ SS^ ^.l^ ^"^ 

Table 59 

Comptriwn of WMkly Exp.nd.turt» for lllagal Drug« 
and Alcohol  All Sarvic« 

(Pro/ectad Percentage) 

Amount Spant Week ly 

Nothing 
Less than Si 
SI   $5 
$6   $10 
$11   $25 
$26 or more* 

Illegal Orugi Alcohol/Beet 

86.0 
46 
3.6 
2.1 
1.7 
1.9 

16.2 
22.1 
39.2 
13.5 
5.9 
3.1 

•Reprwtnt« an aggregation of several dollar categories for 
weekly drug expenüitures. 

Service Educational Efforts 

d-JSSThllbeTXSr^t^S^ ^ rj"-1 t™* control was 
the extent of exposureTE ^g educluon mS^p*0 f COho1 eduCation n,edia with 

DoD  sample.   The  analvsis  vield^ a   mp3 i ReSUltS ■" Presented for the total 
"exposure^ to drug Z^Xä^^^JL ^JJ^S^T, 0f 

no exposure to alcohol education 191 O^WKIV; * ^TcenTfie lir the er>"sted men report 
combination of educat onal meZ was r^oid iS ??* educfon

t W*>)- Exposure to a 
drug education (60.4%)^ S^SJSS^f^. ^^ 0f ^^ men for both 

Table 60 

Comparison of Exposure to Madia for illegal Drug and 
Alcohol Education: All Services 

(Projected Percentage) 

Media Illegal Drugs Alcohol/Beer 

None 
Movies 
Lectures 
Pamphlets 
Some other source 
Combination of media 

5.2 
11.0 
16.5 
3.9 
3.1 

60.4 

27.0 
9.9 
8.6 
2.6 
3.2 

48.8 
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Perceived Supervisory Attitudes 

A comperison was made of the perceived attitude« of the immediate supervisor to 
drup in contrast to alcohol. In partirular, the percentage completely against the use of 
each type of substance was queried. For the total sample, Table 61 shows the percentage 
of supervisors reported to be against alcohol compared to the percentage of supervisors 
reported to be against all drugs. A far higher percentage of respondents perceived their 
supervisors to be against the use of drugs (56.9%) in contrast to being against drinking 
(9.2%). 

Table 61 

Companion of Ptrcaivad Suptrvteory Attitudat Toward 
lllatwIDrufli and Alcohol:  All Sarvicts 

(Protected Percentage) 

Opinion illegal Drug* Alcohol/B« 

Supervisor aQoinst use 569 92 

Admitted Need for Treatment 

An important variation on the previous finding emerges when the rates uf admitted 
need for help for a drinking or a drug problem were compared for men who reported the 
use of alcohol or illegal drugs. Much higher rates of admitted need for treatment with a 
drinking problem than a drug problem were found in each Service. Results appear in 
Table 62. In the total DoD sample, approximately 1.7% of the men both used drugs and 
admitted to needing help with a drug problem. However, 5.3% of the men both drank 
alcoholic beverages and admitted to needing help with a drinking problem. 

Table 62 

Comparison of Ratet of Admitted 
Need for Treatment Among User* of 
Illegal Drugs and Alcohol, by Service: 

All Sarvicat-Uten Admitting Need for Help 
(Projected Percentage} 

Service 
Users Admitting Need for Help 

Illegal Drugs Alcohol/Beer 

Army 3.0 8.8 
Navy 0.8 3.5 
Marine Corps 2.7 4.3 
Air Force 0.4 2.2 

In summary, there are substantial differences and similarities between the alcohol 
and illicit drugs topics. More respondents report the receipt of education about the 
effects of illegal drug use than of alcohol use. While in general they demonstrate an 
equivalent willingness to volunteer for treatment with drug or drinking problems, higher 
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ratet of reported need for help with drinking problem! are noted. Respondents perceive 
their immediate supervisor as far more against the use of illegal drugs than against the use 
of alcohol. Furthermore, they report higher weekly expenditures for alcohol than they do 
for drup. Also, the vast majority report weekly alcohol expenditures-the reverse of the 
findings for spending related to nontherapeutic drug use. 

The apparent supervisory support of alcohol consumption in the Services, th» 
admitted need for treatment help with drinking, and the relative dollar expenditures 
involved serve to indicate the potentially serious nature of the alcohol abuse problem. 
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DISCUSSION 

NONTHERAPEUTIC DR?JG USE 

The results of this survey indicate that substantial numbers of enlisted men have 
u«^ nonthe^uüc drugs at Lme time during the 12 months from ^ptember 19 0 to 
Seotember 1971 The usage rates vary from 29.9% for marijuana to 11.7% for the 
^Uc iu^ However.^nong admitted users of the dru*.. approxunately equ.valent 
oroDortions report very infrequent use of the drugs as report frequent use. 
^Moreover   the incidence  of reported daily use of drugs is also qu.te low. W th the Moreover, ine K than  1% were ^^d by 

S^enlrteÄnÄ n^otic L* Ulegal drug -i-la^epre^nte and 
psychedelic drugs other than marijuana. With the exception of the Army, reported daily 
usage rates were 2% or less for marijuana, the most prevalent drug. 

iJmg usage rates in the Army were sufficiently higher and atypical of the other 
ServicTto me^it separate comment. Army enlisted personnel reported ^ly usage rates 
SToo oSmTtely Tto 4% for Ulegal drug stimulants, depressants, and hallucinogenic 
trothTthan marijuana. The overall Army estimated daily "-ot^s "sage «te was 
appfoximately 5%, ranging from an estimated 9.2% in ^"^^"^^5% 
Eurooe The reported daily narcotics usage rate for A-my men in CONUS was about 0%. 
tpPrximateir8% of the'total Army sample reported the daily use of marijuana, with 
tf,e rate ranging from 13.8% in Vietnam to 6.6% for daily marijuana use in CONUS 

^StSTiS rates of drug use in the Army are higher than expected.,In 
particu^r T daily usage rates for narcotics exceed the findings of unnalysis testing- he 
orient criterion employed in  the  identification and prevention of drug abuse in the 

^These findings suggest that previous estimates of drug use based on «Jnj^b m^i 
mav unstete drug uL for a variety of reasons. For example, it is possible that the 
SÄ^S^ScSciS correctl/identifies narcotics users who evade *****£* 
ZmpZry urindysis techniques. It is possible that men who escape unnalysis detection 
are willina to admit to drug use in the context of an anonymous survey. 

^he finc^nTof this survey indicate that a requirement exists for a well-controUed 
methodological ftudy comparing urinalysis estimates of drug use to survey estimates with 
rcommon sample of personnel employed in the study. In lieu of this comparison, or he 
deveZmenrof a "perfect" measure or ultimate criterion ^onther&PeuUc drug use the 
-nonvmou* survev aoproach offers a cost-effective method for the comprehensive estima- 
S^ÄSteSS nie. It remains the only method available for estimating the 
« of Sucinorenic dru^, the category of drugs most frequently reported used by 
STrvicemen Furthermore, the anonymous survey technique is the only method available 
for the"timatS!; of dnig use over an extended period of time for exa-Ple t^use o 
druas over the past year. Such measures may prove relevant in future attempts at 
^LL of the^fectiveness of military programs of drug abuse prevention and control. 

DEMOGRAPHIC CORRELATES OF DRUG USE 

This report served to identify a series of age-related variables as correlates of 
narcolks JX among Army enlisted personnel. Thus, higher daily «sage -tes -re 
rewrted by younger men. in the lower pay grades, who were single and had minimal 
SSta sSrtS Higher daily usage rates were also reported by non-whites, men with 
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considerable education or very limited education, and men with a history of recent 
overseas assignments. 

An analysis of the Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps data revealed considerable 
evidence for valid generaUzation. The same demographic correlates of daily narcotics 
usage applicable to Army personnel were found to apply in the other Services. In 
particular, the foUowing iteins were related to higher reported daily narcotics usage rates 
in the Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps. Higher daily narcotics usage rates were 
reported by younger enlisted men in the lower pay grades, who are single, with limited 
time in Service. Higher daily narcotics usage rates are also reported by men with very 
limited education or with advanced education (graduate study). 

The findings of this survey are in general agreement with the results of other recent 
demographic analyses iof nontherapeutic drug use among Army samples. An inverse 
relationship between age and drug use, and higher drug usage rates among single Service- 
men were noted by the Prfess and Reinstein study groups.1 '2 An inverse relationship 
between rank and the use of drugs was found by several researchers.3'4 

Higher drug usage rates among Blacks was noted in the Reinstein research, but not 
in the Press Fort Riley study. The Reinstein study noted that drug users tended to have 
less education, but no relationship between education and drug use was found by Press or 
by Alessi, A slight positive correlation between the use of Marijuana and educational level 
was found by Stanton5 who, attributed the finding to permissive attitudes toward 
marijuana frequently seen ip American institutions of higher learning. 

A particularly strong correlate of recent narcotic drug use was the use of heroin 
before entering the Service. In total, about 5% of the men reported pre-Service heroin 
use, while the in-Service rate of recent narcotics use was reported by about 12%. In the 
total DoD sample, men Who used heroin before entering the Service were far more likely 
to report recent use of narcotic drugs than men who did not report use of heroin before 
Service. Ah analogous relationship was noted for marijuana use. 

Pending the performance of multivariate analyses to predict the use of drugs in 
Service by means of demographic items and other variables, it appears safe to assume that 
civilian drug use is one of the most powerful predictors of the use of nontherapeutic 

i drugs in the Services. This finding, in turn, suggests the requirement to screen potential 
accessions for civilian drug use. i ■ '■ 

ORIGINS OF DRUG USE 

Most respondents first used nontherapeutic drugs at 19 years of age or younger. 
Excluding alcohol, marijuana was the first illegal drug reported used in over 70% of the 

Press, S.E., Panteledes, G.J and Rohrbauch. M., "Drug Research Project: Summary of Preliminary 
Findings," official memorandum from thi Mental Hygiene Consultation Service of Irwin Army Hospital 
to the Commanding General of Fort Riley, Kansas, 1971. 

'Reinstein, Michael, Bradshaw, Dkvid L., Leeds, Stephen, and Thoresen, A Robert. "Survey on 
the Attitudes and Incidence of Drug Use and Drinking at Fort Benning, Georgia," Tech.iical Report for 
the Commanding Officer, Martin Army Hospital, For» Benning, Georgia, 1970. 

Reinstein et ai, op. cit. 
4Alessi, Larry E. and Sontag, A. Julius. "Patterns of Drug Use i.i the 23d Infantry Division 

(Americal)," an unpublished report based on a survey of 23ai servicemen in dhe 23d Infantry Division. 
The survey was conducted in June 1971. 

Stanton, Morris D. "Drug U4e in Vietnam: A Surrey Among Army Personnel in the Two 
Northern Corps," Technical Report for the Department of Defense Task Group Convened to Recom- 

;niend Appropriate Revisions to DoD Policir on Drug Abuse, November 1970. 
t 
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cases and the major reason given was curiosity (65%). These findings, and the stated 
reason for first drug use, are in general agreement with the results of personal interviews 
conducted with over 230 enüsted men and officers in CONUS (Fisher, 1972) In that 
study "curiosity" was cited as a reason for first drug use by 86% of the respondents who 
used marijuana before entering the Service. Among men who used marijuana as the first 
illegal drug in Service, 38% cited curiosity as the reason for their use of the drug. 

DRUG AVAILABILITY AND ACQUISITION 

One of the basic conditions for nontherapeutic drug use is ready availability of the 
drug substances  (Blum, et  al.   1970).  This survey indicated that narcotic drugs are 
reported to be available both in CONUS and in selected Southeast Asia locations (e g 
Vietnam and Okinawa). 

Non-users of narcotics were not aware of local drug availability. They did not deny 
narcotic drug availability, but reported that they did not know whether the drufes were 
available. Since most of the men in NCO status (E6-9) were non-users of drugs, this 
finding implies that supervisory personnel are not aware of drug sources. This may 
indicate a lack of communication between the ranks on an important topic. Non-users of 
drugs in the lower pay grades (peers of drug users), however, tended to be as unaware of 
narcotic drug availability as the NCOs. This suggests another communication gap between 
members of the drug culture and their peers in rank, as well as between the upper and 
lower pay grades. While the latter phenomenon has been noted repeatedly (e.g., Card, 
1971), these data suggest that there may also be a lack of communication on drug 
matters between drug users and non-users of comparable rank. 

Narcotic drug availability in Vietnam was explored for Army personnel, since this 
location is currently a major source of the drug problem. An analysis of heroin acquisi- 
tion revealed that heroin was usually purchased, and that the typical sources were either 
foreign nationals or fellow servicemen. However, many of the men in Vietnam reported 
acquiring heroin free from a fellow serviceman. These findings suggest that a program of 
control of heroin sources among servicemen is essantial, since servicemen participated as 
the supply agents in the majority of reported last heroin acquisitions among Army 
personnel currently in replacement battalions in Vietnam. 

Further analyses of responses to items on drug acquisition, availability, and sources 
of supply may be performed for the other Services to assist in programs of drug abuse 
control. 

JOB PERFORMANCE AND DRUG USE 

Marijuana, the drug most frequently reported in use, was studied in terms of 
reported use on duty and the observation of its use. Preliminary analysis of reported 
marijuana use by major military occupation categories revealed that use of the drug on 
duty was prevalent and was not restricted to a few job categories. Marijuana use on duty 
was reported most frequently by men in combat arms. However, the rate of reported use 
on duty only varied between 6-12% for the major categories of skills in this preliminary 
analysis.1 

Daily narcotics usage did not appear related to any particular skill category across Services, 
although the incidence of daily narcotics use was very low and these extreme splits (lack of variance) 
may have attenuated the findings. 
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POTENTIAL FOR ALLEVIATION OF THE DRUG PROBLEM 

Among the conditions prerequisite to alleviation of the drug problem in the Services 
are a willingness for drug users to admit to the need for treatment and rehabilitation, and 
the provision of appropriate services and facilities for these men. This research indicates 
that many drug users admit to a problem with drugs, but they may not support military 
programs of treatment and rehabilitation designed to help them. 

In the projected DoD total sample, substantial numbers of drug users, primarily men 
in the Army and Marine Corps, admitted the need for help with a drug problem. If the 
assumption is made that drug users are reluctant to admit that their use of drugs 
constitutes a problem, these findings are somewhat surprising. 

However, the fact that many men reported needing help with a drug problem does 
not indicate that they will all volunteer for military drug treatment. Indeed, two findings 
suggesi, the contrary. First, men in need of help with a drug problem tended to report an 
equivalent or slightly lower rate of willingness to volunteer for military drug treatment 
than did non-users of drugs. Willingness to volunteer for military drug treatment among 
m*»" who admit to a need for help was noticeably lower in the Air Force and the Marine 
Corps samples than in the Army and Navy samples. These findings may indicate both a 
reluctance to enter treatment and an antipathy toward military ding programs among 
enlisted men in the drug culture.1 

Second, men in need of help with a drug problem tended to prefer to talk about 
their drug problems with civilian instead of Service representatives. They were particularly 
partial to civilian physicians or civilian friends as counselors. They showed less preference 
for talking to military doctors or chaplains. An interesting finding was that non-users of 
drugs tended to prefer military representatives as the types of persons with whom they 
would talk to about a (hypothetical) drug problem. 

These data suggest the possibility that the use of civilian counselors and/or civilian 
doctors in treatment may be desirable in attracting volunteers otherwise not disposed to 
enter military drug treatment. In a larger sense, the findings document the importance of 
research involving drug program evaluation and assessment by groups of drug users, prior 
to the implementation of such programs, to determine whether the programs will gain 
support and prove effective, or if they are in fact counterproductive. These findings 
suggest that non-users of drugs do not tend to evaluate drug treatment personnel and 
programs in the same way that drug users, the target group, assess the programs or the 
personnel who conduct the programs. 

The effectiveness of current military programs of drug education was accorded a 
preliminary evaluation in this survey. Exposure to drug education was only slightly 
related to the use of drugs among Army personnel. There was little difference noted in 
exposure between non-users of drugs compared to drug users who did not admit to 
having a drug problem. However, Army men who both use drugs and admit to a need for 
help with a drug problem tended to report a lower rate of exposure to military drug 
education than non-users of drugs. A 1969 DoD personnel survey had previously indi- 
cated that individuals in the lower pay grades were not as likely to have received 
information about addictive drug usage than were more senior enlisted personnel (Depart- 
ment of Defense, 1970). The rate of drug use is, of course, much higher among men in 
the lower pay grades. A further analysis of drug education exposure should be made to 
determine whether drug-user personnel in the lower pay grades tend to avoid military 

'The reader is also referred to the finding from the personal interview phase of this project 
(Fisher, 1972) that men who did not use drugs (or who used only alcohol) were far more likely to 
express a willingness to extend for drug treatment than were men who reported the use of ampheta- 
mines, barbiturates, or opiates. 
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ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE 

The topic of alcoholism is emerging as a personnel problem to be considered with 
the drug abuse problem in the Services. It has been stated that an effective Sabü^ 
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only 9% report that their immediate supervisor is against the use of alcohol; the 
comparable rate for illegal drugs was 57%. The use of alcohol in the Services thus appears 
to be condoned, if not promoted. The situation for nontherapeutic drugs is quite the 
reverse. Perhaps as a result, the use of alcohol appears pervasive, and the potential for 
abuse of alcohol is present. 

In summary, alcohol abuse and alcoholism appear to be serious problems that 
deserve study on a level commensurate with the attention being appropriately expended 
in the study of the use of nontherapeutic drugs in the Services. A comprehensive survey 
of alcohol abuse and alcoholism should be initiated promptly by the Armed Forces. 
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